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PREFACE 


First, I'd like to explain the title of this book. I always hated books whose titles 


” Tn particular, when I was a grad student, books titled 


began “Introduction to... 
“Introduction to Quantum Field Theory” were the most difficult and advanced text- 
books available, and I always feared what a quantum field theory book which was 
not introductory would look like. There is now a standard reference on relativistic 
string theory by Green, Schwarz, and Witten, Superstring Theory [0.1], which con- 
sists of two volumes, is over 1,000 pages long, and yet admits to having some major 
omissions. Now that I see, from an author’s point of view, how much effort is nec- 
essary to produce a non-introductory text, the words “Introduction to” take a more 
tranquilizing character. (I have worked on a one-volume, non-introductory text on 
another topic, but that was in association with three coauthors.) Furthermore, these 
words leave me the option of omitting topics which I don’t understand, or at least 
being more heuristic in the areas which I haven’t studied in detail yet. 


The rest of the title is “String Field Theory.” This is the newest approach 
to string theory, although the older approaches are continuously developing new 
twists and improvements. The main alternative approach is the quantum mechanical 
(/analog-model/path-integral /interacting-string-picture/Polyakov/conformal- “field- 
theory”) one, which necessarily treats a fixed number of fields, corresponding to 
homogeneous equations in the field theory. (For example, there is no analog in the 
mechanics approach of even the nonabelian gauge transformation of the field theory, 
which includes such fundamental concepts as general coordinate invariance.) It is also 
an S-matrix approach, and can thus calculate only quantities which are gauge-fixed 
(although limited background-field techniques allow the calculation of 1-loop effective 
actions with only some coefficients gauge-dependent). In the old S-matrix approach 
to field theory, the basic idea was to start with the S-matrix, and then analytically 
continue to obtain quantities which are off-shell (and perhaps in more general gauges). 
However, in the long run, it turned out to be more practical to work directly with 
field theory Lagrangians, even for semiclassical results such as spontaneous symmetry 
breaking and instantons, which change the meaning of “on-shell” by redefining the 
vacuum to be a state which is not as obvious from looking at the unphysical-vacuum 
S-matrix. Of course, S-matrix methods are always valuable for perturbation theory, 


but even in perturbation theory it is far more convenient to start with the field theory 
in order to determine which vacuum to perturb about, which gauges to use, and what 
power-counting rules can be used to determine divergence structure without specific 
S-matrix calculations. (More details on this comparison are in the Introduction.) 


Unfortunately, string field theory is in a rather primitive state right now, and not 
even close to being as well understood as ordinary (particle) field theory. Of course, 
this is exactly the reason why the present is the best time to do research in this area. 
(Anyone who can honestly say, “I’ll learn it when it’s better understood,” should mark 
a date on his calendar for returning to graduate school.) It is therefore simultaneously 
the best time for someone to read a book on the topic and the worst time for someone 
to write one. I have tried to compensate for this problem somewhat by expanding on 
the more introductory parts of the topic. Several of the early chapters are actually 
on the topic of general (particle/string) field theory, but explained from a new point 
of view resulting from insights gained from string field theory. (A more standard 
course on quantum field theory is assumed as a prerequisite.) This includes the use 
of a universal method for treating free field theories, which allows the derivation of 
a single, simple, free, local, Poincaré-invariant, gauge-invariant action that can be 
applied directly to any field. (Previously, only some special cases had been treated, 
and each in a different way.) As a result, even though the fact that I have tried to 
make this book self-contained with regard to string theory in general means that there 
is significant overlap with other treatments, within this overlap the approaches are 
sometimes quite different, and perhaps in some ways complementary. (The treatments 
of ref. [0.2] are also quite different, but for quite different reasons.) 


Exercises are given at the end of each chapter (except the introduction) to guide 
the reader to examples which illustrate the ideas in the chapter, and to encourage 
him to perform calculations which have been omitted to avoid making the length of 
this book diverge. 


This work was done at the University of Maryland, with partial support from 
the National Science Foundation. It is partly based on courses I gave in the falls of 
1985 and 1986. I received valuable comments from Aleksandar Mikovié, Christian 
Preitschopf, Anton van de Ven, and Harold Mark Weiser. I especially thank Barton 
Zwiebach, who collaborated with me on most of the work on which this book was 
based. 
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1.1. Motivation 


The experiments which gave us quantum theory and general relativity are now 
quite old, but a satisfactory theory which is consistent with both of them has yet 
to be found. Although the importance of such a theory is undeniable, the urgency 
of finding it may not be so obvious, since the quantum effects of gravity are not 
yet accessible to experiment. However, recent progress in the problem has indicated 
that the restrictions imposed by quantum mechanics on a field theory of gravitation 
are so stringent as to require that it also be a unified theory of all interactions, and 
thus quantum gravity would lead to predictions for other interactions which can be 
subjected to present-day experiment. Such indications were given by supergravity 
theories [1.1], where finiteness was found at some higher-order loops as a consequence 
of supersymmetry, which requires the presence of matter fields whose quantum effects 
cancel the ultraviolet divergences of the graviton field. Thus, quantum consistency led 
to higher symmetry which in turn led to unification. However, even this symmetry was 
found insufficient to guarantee finiteness at all loops [1.2] (unless perhaps the graviton 
were found to be a bound-state of a truly finite theory). Interest then returned to 
theories which had already presented the possibility of consistent quantum gravity 
theories as a consequence of even larger (hidden) symmetries: theories of relativistic 
strings [1.3-5]. Strings thus offer a possibility of consistently describing all of nature. 
However, even if strings eventually turn out to disagree with nature, or to be too 
intractable to be useful for phenomenological applications, they are still the only 
consistent toy models of quantum gravity (especially for the theory of the graviton 
as a bound state), so their study will still be useful for discovering new properties of 


quantum gravity. 


The fundamental difference between a particle and a string is that a particle is a 0- 
dimensional object in space, with a 1-dimensional world-line describing its trajectory 
in spacetime, while a string is a (finite, open or closed) 1-dimensional object in space, 


which sweeps out a 2-dimensional world-sheet as it propagates through spacetime: 


2 1. INTRODUCTION 


particle ° 


string 


The nontrivial topology of the coordinates describes interactions. A string can be 
either open or closed, depending on whether it has 2 free ends (its boundary) or is 
a continuous ring (no boundary), respectively. The corresponding spacetime figure 
is then either a sheet or a tube (and their combinations, and topologically more 


complicated structures, when they interact). 


Strings were originally intended to describe hadrons directly, since the observed 
spectrum and high-energy behavior of hadrons (linearly rising Regge trajectories, 
which in a perturbative framework implies the property of hadronic duality) seems 
realizable only in a string framework. After a quark structure for hadrons became 
generally accepted, it was shown that confinement would naturally lead to a string 
formulation of hadrons, since the topological expansion which follows from using 
1/N color AS a perturbation parameter (the only dimensionless one in massless QCD, 
besides 1/N fiavor), after summation in the other parameter (the gluon coupling, which 


becomes the hadronic mass scale after dimensional transmutation), is the same per- 
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turbation expansion as occurs in theories of fundamental strings [1.6]. Certain string 
theories can thus be considered alternative and equivalent formulations of QCD, just 
as general field theories can be equivalently formulated either in terms of “funda- 
mental” particles or in terms of the particles which arise as bound states. However, 
in practice certain criteria, in particular renormalizability, can be simply formulated 
only in one formalism: For example, QCD is easier to use than a theory where gluons 
are treated as bound states of self-interacting quarks, the latter being a nonrenor- 
malizable theory which needs an unwieldy criterion (“asymptotic safety” [1.7]) to 
restrict the available infinite number of couplings to a finite subset. On the other 
hand, atomic physics is easier to use as a theory of electrons, nuclei, and photons 
than a formulation in terms of fields describing self-interacting atoms whose exci- 
tations lie on Regge trajectories (particularly since QED is not confining). Thus, 
the choice of formulation is dependent on the dynamics of the particular theory, and 
perhaps even on the region in momentum space for that particular application: per- 
haps quarks for large transverse momenta and strings for small. In particular, the 
running of the gluon coupling may lead to nonrenormalizability problems for small 
transverse momenta [1.8] (where an infinite number of arbitrary couplings may show 
up as nonperturbative vacuum values of operators of arbitrarily high dimension), and 
thus QCD may be best considered as an effective theory at large transverse momenta 
(in the same way as a perturbatively nonrenormalizable theory at low energies, like 
the Fermi theory of weak interactions, unless asymptotic safety is applied). Hence, a 
string formulation, where mesons are the fundamental fields (and baryons appear as 
skyrmeon-type solitons |1.9]) may be unavoidable. Thus, strings may be important 
for hadronic physics as well as for gravity and unified theories; however, the presently 
known string models seem to apply only to the latter, since they contain massless 
particles and have (maximum) spacetime dimension D = 10 (whereas confinement in 
QCD occurs for D < 4). 


1.2. Known models (interacting) 


Although many string theories have been invented which are consistent at the 
tree level, most have problems at the one-loop level. (There are also theories which 
are already so complicated at the free level that the interacting theories have been 
too difficult to formulate to test at the one-loop level, and these will not be discussed 
here.) These one-loop problems generally show up as anomalies. It turns out that 


the anomaly-free theories are exactly the ones which are finite. Generally, topologi- 
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cal arguments based on reparametrization invariance (the “stretchiness” of the string 
world sheet) show that any multiloop string graph can be represented as a tree graph 
with many one-loop insertions [1.10], so all divergences should be representable as just 
one-loop divergences. The fact that one-loop divergences should generate overlapping 
divergences then implies that one-loop divergences cause anomalies in reparametriza- 
tion invariance, since the resultant multi-loop divergences are in conflict with the 
one-loop-insertion structure implied by the invariance. Therefore, finiteness should 
be a necessary requirement for string theories (even purely bosonic ones) in order to 
avoid anomalies in reparametrization invariance. Furthermore, the absence of anoma- 
lies in such global transformations determines the dimension of spacetime, which in 
all known nonanomalous theories is D = 10. (This is also known as the “critical,” or 
maximum, dimension, since some of the dimensions can be compactified or otherwise 


made unobservable, although the number of degrees of freedom is unchanged.) 


In fact, there are only four such theories: 
i N=1 supersymmetry, 5O(32) gauge group, open [1.11] 
ITA,B: N=2 nonchiral or chiral supersymmetry [1.12] 
heterotic: N=1 supersymmetry, SO(32) or Eg®Ezg [1.13] 
or broken N=1 supersymmetry, SO(16)@SO(16) [1.14] 


All except the first describe only closed strings; the first describes open strings, which 
produce closed strings as bound states. (There are also many cases of each of these 
theories due to the various possibilities for compactification of the extra dimensions 
onto tori or other manifolds, including some which have tachyons.) However, for sim- 
plicity we will first consider certain inconsistent theories: the bosonic string, which has 
global reparametrization anomalies unless D = 26 (and for which the local anomalies 
described above even for D = 26 have not yet been explicitly derived), and the spin- 
ning string, which is nonanomalous only when it is truncated to the above strings. 
The heterotic strings are actually closed strings for which modes propagating in the 
clockwise direction are nonsupersymmetric and 26-dimensional, while the counter- 
clockwise ones are N = 1 (perhaps-broken) supersymmetric and 10-dimensional, or 


vice versa. 


1.3. Aspects 


There are several aspects of, or approaches to, string theory which can best be 
classified by the spacetime dimension in which they work: D = 2,4,6,10. The 2D 
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approach is the method of first-quantization in the two-dimensional world sheet swept 
out by the string as it propagates, and is applicable solely to (second-quantized) per- 
turbation theory, for which it is the only tractable method of calculation. Since it 
discusses only the properties of individual graphs, it can’t discuss properties which 
involve an unfixed number of string fields: gauge transformations, spontaneous sym- 
metry breaking, semiclassical solutions to the string field equations, etc. Also, it can 
describe only the gauge-fixed theory, and only in a limited set of gauges. (However, 
by introducing external particle fields, a limited amount of information on the gauge- 
invariant theory can be obtained.) Recently most of the effort in this area has been 
concentrated on applying this approach to higher loops. However, in particle field 
theory, particularly for Yang-Mills, gravity, and supersymmetric theories (all of which 
are contained in various string theories), significant (and sometimes indispensable) 
improvements in higher-loop calculations have required techniques using the gauge- 
invariant field theory action. Since such techniques, whose string versions have not 
yet been derived, could drastically affect the S-matrix techniques of the 2D approach, 
we do not give the most recent details of the 2D approach here, but some of the basic 
ideas, and the ones we suspect most likely to survive future reformulations, will be 


described in chapters 6-9. 


The 4D approach is concerned with the phenomenological applications of the 
low-energy effective theories obtained from the string theory. Since these theories are 
still very tentative (and still too ambiguous for many applications), they will not be 
discussed here. (See [1.15,0.1].) 


The 6D approach describes the compactifications (or equivalent eliminations) of 
the 6 additional dimensions which must shrink from sight in order to obtain the 
observed dimensionality of the macroscopic world. Unfortunately, this approach has 
several problems which inhibit a useful treatment in a book: (1) So far, no justification 
has been given as to why the compactification occurs to the desired models, or to 
4 dimensions, or at all; (2) the style of compactification (Katuza-Klein, Calabi-Yau, 
toroidal, orbifold, fermionization, etc.) deemed most promising changes from year 
to year; and (3) the string model chosen to compactify (see previous section) also 
changes every few years. Therefore, the 6D approach won’t be discussed here, either 
(see [1.16,0.1]). 


What is discussed here is primarily the 10D approach, or second quantization, 
which seeks to obtain a more systematic understanding of string theory that would 


allow treatment of nonperturbative as well as perturbative aspects, and describe the 
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enlarged hidden gauge symmetries which give string theories their finiteness and other 
unusual properties. In particular, it would be desirable to have a formalism in which 
all the symmetries (gauge, Lorentz, spacetime supersymmetry) are manifest, finiteness 
follows from simple power-counting rules, and all possible models (including possible 
4D models whose existence is implied by the 1/N expansion of QCD and hadronic 
duality) can be straightforwardly classified. In ordinary (particle) supersymmetric 
field theories [1.17], such a formalism (superfields or superspace) has resulted in much 
simpler rules for constructing general actions, calculating quantum corrections (su- 
pergraphs), and explaining all finiteness properties (independent from, but verified by, 
explicit supergraph calculations). The finiteness results make use of the background 
field gauge, which can be defined only in a field theory formulation where all symme- 
tries are manifest, and in this gauge divergence cancellations are automatic, requiring 


no explicit evaluation of integrals. 


1.4. Outline 


String theory can be considered a particular kind of particle theory, in that its 
modes of excitation correspond to different particles. All these particles, which differ 
in spin and other quantum numbers, are related by a symmetry which reflects the 
properties of the string. As discussed above, quantum field theory is the most com- 
plete framework within which to study the properties of particles. Not only is this 
framework not yet well understood for strings, but the study of string field theory has 
brought attention to aspects which are not well understood even for general types of 
particles. (This is another respect in which the study of strings resembles the study 
of supersymmetry.) We therefore devote chapts. 2-4 to a general study of field theory. 
Rather than trying to describe strings in the language of old quantum field theory, 
we recast the formalism of field theory in a mold prescribed by techniques learned 
from the study of strings. This language clarifies the relationship between physical 
states and gauge degrees of freedom, as well as giving a general and straightforward 


method for writing free actions for arbitrary theories. 


In chapts. 5-6 we discuss the mechanics of the particle and string. As mentioned 
above, this approach is a useful calculational tool for evaluating graphs in perturba- 
tion theory, including the interaction vertices themselves. The quantum mechanics 
of the string is developed in chapts. 7-8, but it is primarily discussed directly as an 
operator algebra for the field theory, although it follows from quantization of the clas- 


sical mechanics of the previous chapter, and vice versa. In general, the procedure of 
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first-quantization of a relativistic system serves only to identify its constraint algebra, 
which directly corresponds to both the field equations and gauge transformations of 
the free field theory. However, as described in chapts. 2-4, such a first-quantization 
procedure does not exist for general particle theories, but the constraint system can 
be derived by other means. The free gauge-covariant theory then follows in a straight- 


forward way. String perturbation theory is discussed in chapt. 9. 


Finally, the methods of chapts. 2-4 are applied to strings in chapts. 10-12, where 
string field theory is discussed. These chapters are still rather introductory, since 
many problems still remain in formulating interacting string field theory, even in the 
light-cone formalism. However, a more complete understanding of the extension of the 
methods of chapts. 2-4 to just particle field theory should help in the understanding 


of strings. 


Chapts. 2-5 can be considered almost as an independent book, an attempt at a 
general approach to all of field theory. For those few high energy physicists who are 
not intensely interested in strings (or do not have high enough energy to study them), 
it can be read as a new introduction to ordinary field theory, although familiarity with 
quantum field theory as it is usually taught is assumed. Strings can then be left for 
later as an example. On the other hand, for those who want just a brief introduction 
to strings, a straightforward, though less elegant, treatment can be found via the 
light cone in chapts. 6,7,9,10 (with perhaps some help from sects. 2.1 and 2.5). These 
chapters overlap with most other treatments of string theory. The remainder of the 


book (chapts. 8,11,12) is basically the synthesis of these two topics. 
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2. GENERAL LIGHT CONE 


2.1. Actions 


Before discussing the string we first consider some general properties of gauge 


theories and field theories, starting with the light-cone formalism. 


In general, light-cone field theory [2.1] looks like nonrelativistic field theory. Using 
light-cone notation, for vector indices a and the Minkowski inner product A- B = 
nA,Ba = A°Ba, 


a=(4+,-,i1) , A-B=A,B_+A_B,4+A4;B; , (221-1) 


we interpret 7, as being the “time” coordinate (even though it points in a lightlike 
direction), in terms of which the evolution of the system is described. The metric 


can be diagonalized by Az = 2~'/?(A, + Ao). For positive energy E(= p° = —po), 


we have on shell p, > 0 and p_ < 0 (corresponding to paths with Ar, > 0 and 
Az_ <0), with the opposite signs for negative energy (antiparticles). For example, 


for a real scalar field the lagrangian is rewritten as 


Te aypad 2 pi? +m? 
-14(p? + m)6 = dp. (v- + aa o=-dplp +H) , (2.1.2) 
+ 
where the momentum p, = i0q, p- = 10/0x, with respect to the “time” x,, and 


p+ appears like a mass in the “hamiltonian” H. (In the light-cone formalism, p+ 
is assumed to be invertible.) Thus, the field equations are first-order in these time 
derivatives, and the field satisfies a nonrelativistic-style Schrodinger equation. The 


field equation can then be solved explicitly: In the free theory, 


(a4) =e 4(0) (2.1.3) 


p— can then be effectively replaced with —H. Note that, unlike the nonrelativistic 
case, the hamiltonian H, although hermitian, is imaginary (in coordinate space), due 
to the i in py = i104. Thus, (2.1.3) is consistent with a (coordinate-space) reality 


condition on the field. 
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For a spinor, half the components are auxiliary (nonpropagating, since the field 
equation is only first-order in momenta), and all auxiliary components are eliminated 
in the light-cone formalism by their equations of motion (which, by definition, don’t 


involve inverting time derivatives p_): 


— HUB + im) = — 424 (yt v-t)( ee a) 


op; — im —V/2p4 w_ 
= — alps + b_'piy 
= <3 Non, —im)p4 — Sgtsl(on + im) 
> -d"(p_+ Hyde , (2.1.4) 


where H is the same hamiltonian as in (2.1.2). (There is an extra overall factor of 2 


in (2.1.4) for complex spinors. We have assumed real (Majorana) spinors. ) 


For the case of Yang-Mills, the covariant action is 
1 
S==fd’uirl , L=}Fw , (2.1.5a) 
g 


Fay = [Va Vil 5 Va=pat Aa, Val =e"Vie (2.1.5b) 


(Contraction with a matrix representation of the group generators is implicit.) The 


light-cone gauge is then defined as 
A,=0 . (2.1.6) 


Since the gauge transformation of the gauge condition doesn’t involve the time deriva- 
tive O_, the Faddeev-Popov ghosts are nonpropagating, and can be ignored. The field 
equation of A_ contains no time derivatives, so A_ is an auxiliary field. We therefore 
eliminate it by its equation of motion: 


3 1 . 
0 = [V", Pca | = p47 A_ + [V’, p+ Ai ae A_ = So . (2.1.7) 
+ 


The only remaining fields are A;, corresponding to the physical transverse polariza- 


tions. The lagrangian is then 


L= tA0) A; + [A;, Aj|piAj a: 71Ai, Aj]? 


2 
1 1 
+ (p;A;)—[Ai, p+ Ai] + 3 (= 14.0141) (2.1.8) 
D+ D+ 
In fact, for arbitrary spin, after gauge-fixing (A,... = 0) and eliminating auxiliary 
fields (A_... =---), we get for the free theory 


L=-pl(py)*(p_+ Hy , (2.1.9) 
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where k = 1 for bosons and 0 for fermions. 


The choice of light-cone gauges in particle mechanics will be discussed in chapt. 5, 
and for string mechanics in sect. 6.3 and chapt. 7. Light-cone field theory for strings 
will be discussed in chapt. 10. 


2.2. Conformal algebra 


Since the free kinetic operator of any light-cone field is just U0 (up to factors of 
O,), the only nontrivial part of any free light-cone field theory is the representation 
of the Poincaré group ISO(D—1,1) (see, e.g., [2.2]). In the next section we will 
derive this representation for arbitrary massless theories (and will later extend it 
to the massive case) [2.3]. These representations are nonlinear in the coordinates, 
and are constructed from all the irreducible (matrix) representations of the light- 
cone’s SO(D—2) rotation subgroup of the spin part of the SO(D—1,1) Lorentz group. 
One simple method of derivation involves the use of the conformal group, which is 
SO(D,2) for D-dimensional spacetime (for D > 2). We therefore use SO(D,2) notation 
by writing (D+2)-dimensional vector indices which take the values + as well as the 
usual D a’s: A = (+,a). The metric is as in (2.1.1) for the + indices. (These +’s 
should not be confused with the light-cone indices +, which are related but are a 


subset of the a’s.) We then write the conformal group generators as 
J AB = Gasca = —1Da, Jaz = —1K q, 5 owe = A, dee) 5 (2.2.1) 


where J,» are the Lorentz generators, A is the dilatation generator, and K, are 
the conformal boosts. An obvious linear coordinate representation in terms of D+2 
coordinates is 

Jap=2a0zpi+ Myp , (22:2) 


where [|] means antisymmetrization and M 4g is the intrinsic (matrix, or coordinate- 
independent) part (with the same commutation relations that follow directly for the 
orbital part). The usual representation in terms of D coordinates is obtained by 


imposing the SO(D,2)-covariant constraints 
rag, = 2704 = M yPag +dr4 =0 (2.2.3a) 


for some constant 0 (the canonical dimension, or scale weight). Corresponding to 


4 oP) 


these constraints, which can be solved for everything with a “—” index, are the 


“9 


“eauge conditions” which determine everything with a “+” index but no index: 


O+ = Lh 1= Mi, =0 . (2.2.30) 
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This gauge can be obtained by a unitary transformation. The solution to (2.2.3) is 
then 
Jip Oo° s. Wea = —$2y°Oa +242°O,+ Max, +020, 


5 ee = - Or +0 5 J ab = Lavy + M a : (2.2.4) 


This realization can also be obtained by the usual coset space methods (see, e.g., 
[2.4]), for the space SO(D,2)/ISO(D-1,1)®@GL(1). The subgroup corresponds to all the 
generators except J;q. One way to perform this construction is: First assign the coset 
space generators J,, to be partial derivatives 0, (since they all commute, according 
to the commutation relations which follow from (2.2.2)). We next equate this first- 
quantized coordinate representation with a second-quantized field representation: In 
general, 

= 5(x|®) = (Ja|®) + @ 
+ J(a|®) = (Ja|®) = —F(a|) =-(a] Jo), (2.2.5) 


J®) 


where J (which acts directly on (z|) is expressed in terms of the coordinates and their 
derivatives (plus “spin” pieces), while J (which acts directly on |®)) is expressed in 
terms of the fields ® and their functional derivatives. The minus sign expresses the 
usual relation between active and passive transformations. The structure constants 
of the second-quantized algebra have the same sign as the first-quantized ones. We 


can then solve the “constraint” Jig = —J+49 on (z|®) as 
(x|®) = B(x) = U0) =e" G0). (2.2.6) 
The other generators can then be determined by evaluating 
J®(z) =—JG(z) — U-1JUG(0) =—-U-JUG(0) (2.2.7) 


On the left-hand side, the unitary transformation replaces any O, with a =. +a (the 
O, itself getting killed by the ®(0)). On the right-hand side, the transformation gives 
terms with x dependence and other J’s (as determined by the commutator algebra). 
(The calculations are performed by expressing the transformation as a sum of multiple 
commutators, which in this case has a finite number of terms.) The net result is 
(2.2.4), where 0 is os ore on ®(0), Map is Sah and J_, can have the additional term 
—J_,. However, J_, on ®(0) can be set to zero consistently in (2.2.4), and does 


vanish for physically interesting representations. 


From now on, we use + as in the light-cone notation, not SO(D,2) notation. 
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The conformal equations of motion are all those which can be obtained from 
Da- = 0 by conformal transformations (or, equivalently, the irreducible tensor op- 
erator quadratic in conformal generators which includes p? as a component). Since 
conformal theories are a subset of massless ones, the massless equations of motion are 
a subset of the conformal ones (i.e., the massless theories satisfy fewer constraints). 
In particular, since massless theories are scale invariant but not always invariant un- 
der conformal boosts, the equations which contain the generators of conformal boosts 


must be dropped. 


The complete set of equations of motion for an arbitrary massless representation 
of the Poincaré group are thus obtained simply by performing a conformal boost on 
the defining equation, p? = 0 [2.5,6]: 

1 2 1 b 1 b D-2 

0 = $1Ko,p°] = 3{JaP, po} + HA, Pa} = Malo + (0-—=)p. - (228) 
0 is determined by the requirement that the representation be nontrivial (for other 
values of 0 this equation implies p = 0). For nonzero spin (M,y # 0) this equation 
implies p? = 0 by itself. For example, for scalars the equation implies only 0 = 
(D — 2)/2. For a Dirac spinor, May = 7[Ya, Ys] implies 0 = (D — 1)/2 and the Dirac 
equation (in the form yay - pw = 0). For a second-rank antisymmetric tensor, we 
find 0 = D/2 and Maxwell’s equations. In this covariant approach to solving these 
equations, all the solutions are in terms of field strengths, not gauge fields (since the 
latter are not unitary representations). We can solve these equations in light-cone 
notation: Choosing a reference frame where the only nonvanishing component of the 
momentum is p;, (2.2.8) reduces to the equations M_; = 0 and M_, = 0—(D—2)/2. 
The equation M_; = 0 says that the only nonvanishing components are the ones with 
as many (lower) “+” indices as possible (and for spinors, project with y;), and no 
“_” indices. In terms of Young tableaux, this means 1 “+” for each column. M_ + 
then just counts the number of “+” ’s (plus 1/2 for a y;-projected spinor index), so 
we find that 0 — (D — 2)/2 = the number of columns (+ 1/2 for a spinor). We also 
find that the on-shell gauge field is the representation found by subtracting one box 


from each column of the Young tableau, and in the field strength those subtracted 


indices are associated with factors of momentum. 


These results for massless representations can be extended to massive represen- 
tations by the standard trick of adding one spatial dimension and constraining the 


extra momentum component to be the mass (operator): Writing 


a—(a,m) , Dm=M , (2.2.9) 
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where the index m takes one value, p? = 0 becomes p? + M? = 0, and (2.2.8) becomes 
D-2 
M.°pp ae MamM + (2 = =) Pa = 0 . (2.2.10) 


The fields (or states) are now representations of an SO(D,1) spin group generated 
by M,» and Ma» (instead of the usual SO(D-1,1) of just M., for the massless case). 
The fields additional to those obtained in the massless case (on-shell field strengths) 
correspond to the on-shell gauge fields in the massless limit, resulting in a first-order 
formalism. For example, for spin 1 the additional field is the usual vector. For spin 
2, the extra fields correspond to the on-shell, and thus traceless, parts of the Lorentz 


connection and metric tensor. 


For field theory, we’ll be interested in real representations. For the massive case, 
since (2.2.9) forces us to work in momentum space with respect to p,,, the reality 
condition should include an extra factor of the reflection operator which reverses the 
“m” direction. For example, for tensor fields, those components with an odd number 


of m indices should be imaginary (and those with an even number real). 


In chapt. 4 we’ll show how to obtain the off-shell fields, and thus the trace parts, 
by working directly in terms of the gauge fields. The method is based on the light-cone 


representation of the Poincaré algebra discussed in the next section. 


2.3. Poincaré algebra 


In contrast to the above covariant approach to solving (2.2.8,10), we now consider 
solving them in unitary gauges (such as the light-cone gauge), since in such gauges 
the gauge fields are essentially field strengths anyway because the gauge has been 
fixed: e.g., for Yang-Mills A, = V,~!F'4,, since A, = 0. In such gauges we work 
in terms of only the physical degrees of freedom (as in the case of the on-shell field 
strengths), which satisfy p? = 0 (unlike the auxiliary degrees of freedom, which satisfy 
algebraic equations, and the gauge degrees of freedom, which don’t appear in any field 


equations). 


In the light-cone formalism, the object is to construct all the Poincaré generators 
from just the manifest ones of the (D — 2)-dimensional Poincaré subgroup, p,, and 
the coordinates conjugate to these momenta. The light-cone gauge is imposed by the 
condition 


M,,=0 , (2.3.1) 
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which, when acting on the independent fields (those with only 7 indices), says that 
all fields with + indices have been set to vanish. The fields with — indices (auxiliary 
fields) are then determined as usual by the field equations: by solving (2.2.8) for M_,;. 
The solution to the 7, +, and — parts of (2.2.8) gives 


1 
(Me ps kpa) 


M_,;=— 
D+ 
D-2 
Ma =) => =k 
+ 0 9 ’ 
a (2.3.2) 


If (2.2.8) is solved without the condition (2.3.1), then M4; can still be removed (and 
(2.3.2) regained) by a unitary transformation. (In a first-quantized formalism, this 
corresponds to a gauge choice: see sect. 5.3 for spin 1/2.) The appearance of k is 
related to ordering ambiguities, and we can also choose M_, = 0 by a nonunitary 
transformation (a rescaling of the field by a power of p,). Of course, we also solve 
p? =O0as 

pa 33) 


These equations, together with the gauge condition for M,;, determine all the Poincaré 
generators in terms of M;;, pj, p+, xi, and x_. In the orbital pieces of J.,, 74 can be 
set to vanish, since p_ is no longer conjugate: i.e., we work at “time” x, = 0 for the 
“hamiltonian” p_, or equivalently in the Schrédinger picture. (Of course, this also 
corresponds to removing x, by a unitary transformation, i.e., a time translation via 
p_. This is also a gauge choice in a first-quantized formalism: see sect. 5.1.) The 


final result is 


. . Pi 
Di=10; , pp=i0, , p= 
2p+ 
Jy =—teupyt+ My , Jee =teipy , J =—ta_pytk , 
pr 
2p4 P+ 


The generators are (anti)hermitian for the choice k = 5; otherwise, the Hilbert space 
metric must include a factor of p,!~?*, with respect to which all the generators are 
pseudo(anti)hermitian. In this light-cone approach to Poincaré representations, where 
we work with the fundamental fields rather than field strengths, k = 0 for bosons and 
5 for fermions (giving the usual dimensions 0 = 3(D —2) for bosons and 5(D—1) for 
fermions), and thus the metric is p; for bosons and 1 for fermions, so the light-cone 


kinetic operator (metric)-2(i0_ — p_) ~ U for bosons and U /p, for fermions. 
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This construction of the D-dimensional Poincaré algebra in terms of D—1 coor- 
dinates is analogous to the construction in the previous section of the D-dimensional 
conformal algebra SO(D,2) in terms of D coordinates, except that in the conformal 
case (1) we start with D+2 coordinates instead of D, (2) x’s and p’s are switched, 
and (3) the further constraint x -p = 0 and gauge condition x; = 1 are used. Thus, 
Jay Of (2.3.4) becomes Jag of (2.2.4) if w_ is replaced with —(1/p;)x’p;, py is set 
to 1, and we then switch p — 2,2 — —p. Just as the conformal representation 
(2.2.4) can be obtained from the Poincaré representation (in 2 extra dimensions, by 
i — a) (2.3.4) by eliminating one coordinate (x_), (2.3.4) can be reobtained from 
(2.2.4) by reintroducing this coordinate: First choose 0 = —ix_p; +k. Then switch 
Li — Pi, Pi  —;. Finally, make the (almost unitary) transformation generated by 


exp|—ip'x;(In p,)], which takes x; > p42, pj > pi/p4, v_ > a_ + p'a;/p4. 


To extend these results to arbitrary representations, we use the trick (2.2.9), or 
directly solve (2.2.10), giving the light-cone form of the Poincaré algebra for arbitrary 


representations: (2.3.4) becomes 


pi? + M? 


pi=t0; , pp=i0, , p= 
2p+ 


’ 


Jig = trp + Mi , Je =tvipy , Jp = —it_prtk , 


J_; = 12 _p; = 1X; 
2p+ 


1 : 
+ 


Thus, massless irreducible representations of the Poincaré group ISO(D—1,1) are ir- 
reducible representations of the spin subgroup SO(D—2) (generated by M;,;) which 
also depend on the coordinates (x;,xz_), and irreducible massive ones are irreducible 
representations of the spin subgroup SO(D—1) (generated by (M;;, Mim)) for some 
nonvanishing constant M. Notice that the introduction of masses has modified only 
p— and J_;. These are also the only generators modified when interactions are intro- 


duced, where they become nonlinear in the fields. 


The light-cone representation of the Poincaré algebra will be used in sect. 3.4 
to derive BRST algebras, used for enforcing unitarity in covariant formalisms, which 
in turn will be used extensively to derive gauge-invariant actions for particles and 
strings in the following chapters. The general light-cone analysis of this section will 


be applied to the special case of the free string in chapt. 7. 
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2.4. Interactions 


For interacting theories, the derivation of the Poincaré algebra is not so general, 
but depends on the details of the particular type of interactions in the theory. We 
again consider the case of Yang-Mills. Since only p_ and J_; obtain interacting 
contributions, we consider the derivation of only those operators. The expression for 


p_A; is then given directly by the field equation of A; 


0 = [V*, Fai] = [V’, Fi) + (V4, PJ + [V_, Psi] = [V’, Fu] + 21V 4, Fd + [Vi P+] 


1 ‘ 
+ pAi=[ViAl— 2 (VS Fi +1VinpAl) (2.4.1) 
+ 
where we have used the Bianchi identity [V,,,F_,] = 0. This expression for p_ is 


also used in the orbital piece of J_,A;. In the spin piece M_, we start with the 
covariant-formalism equation M_,;A; = —0;;A_, substitute the solution to A_’s field 
equation, and then add a gauge transformation to cancel the change of gauge induced 
by the covariant-formalism transformation M_;A, = A;. The net result is that in 


the light-cone formalism 


1 
DAs = —i(x_p; = pp) Ay = (sy + [Vas +4\) 5 (42) 
+ 


with A_ given by (2.1.7) and p_A; by (2.4.1). In the abelian case, these expressions 
agree with those obtained by a different method in (2.3.4). All transformations can 


then be written in functional second-quantized form as 


) 
OS fa ode oy 04) oa, [d, Aj] (dA;) . (2.4.3) 


The minus sign is as in (2.2.5) for relating first- and second-quantized operators. 
As an alternative, we can consider canonical second-quantization, which has cer- 


tain advantages in the light cone, and has an interesting generalization in the covariant 


case (see sect. 3.4). From the light-cone lagrangian 
Ee -i [ op,6 —H(®) , (2.4.4) 


where ° is the “time”-derivative i0/Ox,, we find that the fields have equal-time 


commutators similar to those in nonrelativistic field theory: 


[b1(1), 6(2)] = -—8(2 -1) , (2.4.5) 
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where the 6-function is over the transverse coordinates and x_ (and may include a 
Kronecker 6 in indices, if ® has components). Unlike nonrelativistic field theory, the 


fields satisfy a reality condition, in coordinate space: 
o*=08 , (2.4.6) 


where 2) is the identity or some symmetric, unitary matrix (the “charge conjugation” 
matrix; * here is the hermitian conjugate, or adjoint, in the operator sense, i.e., unlike 
', it excludes matrix transposition). As in quantum mechanics (or the Poisson bracket 
approach to classical mechanics), the generators can then be written as functions of 


the dynamical variables: 
1 

Via f days den VOY (Ey «+ zn) (21) Bl2n) (2.4.7) 
mas fh 


where the arguments z stand for either coordinates or momenta and the V’s are the 
vertex functions, which are just functions of the coordinates (not operators). Without 
loss of generality they can be chosen to be cyclically symmetric in the fields (or totally 
symmetric, if group-theory indices are also permuted). (Any asymmetric piece can 
be seen to contribute to a lower-point function by the use of (2.4.5,6).) In light-cone 
theories the coordinate-space integrals are over all coordinates except x4. The action 


of the second-quantized operator V on fields is calculated using (2.4.5): 
1 1 


Be ou (n) - 
Dit moi | den V™ (21, - + +5 Zn) BZ) ++ O(Zn) 
(2.4.8) 


A particular case of the above equations is the free case, where the operator V is 


[V, B(z1)"] = 


quadratic in ®. We will then generally write the second-quantized operator V in 


terms of a first-quantized operator VY with a single integration: 
V = i dzO'p,Vo > [V,o])=-ve . (2.4.9) 


This can be checked to relate to (2.4.7) as V@(z1, 22) = 201p41V16(2 — 1) (with 
the symmetry of V@ imposing corresponding conditions on the operator V). In the 


interacting case, the generalization of (2.4.9) is 
1 f 
V=5 / dz &'2p,(Vo) , (2.4.10) 


where N is just the number of fields in any particular term. (In the free case N = 2, 
giving (2.4.9).) 


18 2. GENERAL LIGHT CONE 


For example, for Yang-Mills, we find 
p= fa +3@A) (2.4.14) 


Ji = f ix(p,Aj)(DiA;) + te: [HFyx)? + 40442] - ApyA- (2.4.18) 


(The other generators follow trivially from (2.4.9).) p_ is minus the hamiltonian H 
(as in the free case (2.1.2,4,9)), as also follows from performing the usual Legendre 


transformation on the lagrangian. 


In general, all the explicit x;-dependence of all the Poincaré generators can be de- 
termined from the commutation relations with the momenta (translation generators) 
p;. Furthermore, since only p_ and J_; get contributions from interactions, we need 
consider only those. Let’s first consider the “hamiltonian” p_. Since it commutes 
with p;, it is translation invariant. In terms of the vertex functions, this translates 
into the condition: 

(Pit+-+++Pn)V™(p1,.--;Pn) =O, (2.4.12) 


where the indicates Fourier transformation with respect to the coordinate-space 


expression, implying that most generally 


V (py, - 65 Pn) = F(P1,---5Pn—1)6(Pr + +++ + Pn); (2.4.13) 


or in coordinate space 


x{. 0 O 
Y (x1, : pi) Ai (' Ox, Sy Saas is) O(@1 De) Oltys4 Ly) 
= f(%1—2n,..-,En-1— Zn). (2.4.14) 


In this coordinate representation one can see that when V is inserted back in (2.4.7) 
we have the usual expression for a translation-invariant vertex used in field theory. 
Namely, fields at the same point in coordinate space, with derivatives acting on them, 
are multiplied and integrated over coordinate space. In this form it is clear that there 
is no explicit coordinate dependence in the vertex. As can be seen in (2.4.14), the most 
general translationally invariant vertex involves an arbitrary function of coordinate 
differences, denoted as f above. For the case of bosonic coordinates, the function 
f may contain inverse derivatives (that is, translational invariance does not imply 
locality.) For the case of anticommuting coordinates (see sect. 2.6) the situation is 
simpler: There is no locality issue, since the most general function f can always be 


obtained from a function f polynomial in derivatives, acting on 5-functions. 
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We now consider J_;. From the commutation relations we find: 
hae Jest = —NjP- =—7 bees ®| = Wiles ®| + [AJ 4, ®| . (2.4.15) 


where AJ_; is translationally invariant (commutes with p;), and can therefore be 
represented without explicit x’’s. For the Yang-Mills case, this can be seen to agree 
with (2.4.2) or (2.4.11). 


This light-cone analysis will be applied to interacting strings in chapt. 10. 


2.5. Graphs 


Feynman graphs for any interacting light-cone field theory can be derived as in 
covariant field theory, but an alternative not available there is to use a nonrelativistic 
style of perturbation (i.e., just expanding e’”! in Hy), since the field equations are 
now linear in the time derivative p_ = 10/0x, = i0/Or. (As in sect. 2.1, but unlike 
sects. 2.3 and 2.4, we now use p_ to refer to this partial derivative, as in covariant 
formalisms, while —H refers to the corresponding light-cone Poincaré generator, the 
two being equal on shell.) This formalism can be derived straightforwardly from the 
usual Feynman rules (after choosing the light-cone gauge and eliminating auxiliary 


fields) by simply Fourier transforming from p_ to x, = 7 (but keeping all other 


momenta): 
cody _. 1 1 ey ay 
——e 'P-7 —_____________ = —i0(p,7r er ert Pt. (951 
ie an 2pipe sp oh ete (Ps pal ie. 


(O(u) = 1 for u > 1, 0 for wu < 1.) We now draw all graphs to represent the 7 
coordinate, so that graphs with different 7T-orderings of the vertices must be considered 
as separate contributions. Then we direct all the propagators toward increasing 7, so 
the change in T between the ends of the propagator (as appears in (2.5.1)) is always 
positive (ie., the orientation of the momenta is defined to be toward increasing 7). 
We next Wick rotate tT — 17. We also introduce external line factors which transform 


HT back to —p_ on external lines. The resulting rules are: 
(a) Assign a 7 to each vertex, and order them with respect to rT. 


(b) Assign (p_,p4,p;) to each external line, but only (p,,p;) to each internal line, all 
directed toward increasing 7. Enforce conservation of (p+, p;) at each vertex, and 


total conservation of p_. 
(c) Give each internal line a propagator 


1 —r(p,2+m?2 
OP1)5-e (pi +m") /2p+ 
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for the (p,, p;) of that line and the positive difference 7 in the proper time between 
the ends. 


(d) Give each external line a factor 
e7P- 


for the p_ of that line and the 7 of the vertex to which it connects. 


(e) Read off the vertices from the action as usual. 


[aw 


for each 7 difference between consecutive (though not necessarily connected) ver- 


(f) Integrate 


tices. (Performing just this integration gives the usual old-fashioned perturbation 
theory in terms of energy denominators [2.1], except that our external-line factors 


differ off shell in order to reproduce the usual Feynman rules.) 


(g) Integrate 
‘i 0° dp, d?~*p; 
—oo (2a)? 


for each loop. 


The use of such methods for strings will be discussed in chapt. 10. 


2.6. Covariantized light cone 


There is a covariant formalism for any field theory that has the interesting prop- 
erty that it can be obtained directly and easily from the light-cone formalism, without 
any additional gauge-fixing procedure [2.7]. Although this covariant gauge is not as 
general or convenient as the usual covariant gauges (in particular, it sometimes has 
additional off-shell infrared divergences), it bears strong relationship to both the light- 
cone and BRST formalisms, and can be used as a conceptual bridge. The basic idea 
of the formalism is: Consider a covariant theory in D dimensions. This is equivalent 
to a covariant theory in (D + 2) — 2 dimensions, where the notation indicates the ad- 
dition of 2 extra commuting coordinates (1 space, 1 time) and 2 (real) anticommuting 
coordinates, with a similar extension of Lorentz indices [2.8]. (A similar use of OSp 
groups in gauge-fixed theories, but applied to only the Lorentz indices and not the co- 
ordinates, appears in [2.9].) This extends the Poincaré group ISO(D—1,1) to a graded 
analog IOSp(D,2|2). In practice, this means we just take the light-cone transverse in- 


dices to be graded, watching out for signs introduced by the corresponding change in 


2.6. Covariantized light cone 21 


statistics, and replace the Euclidean SO(D-2) metric with the corresponding graded 
OSp(D-1,1|2) metric: 


t=(a,a) , O45 — y= (Na,Cos) , (2.6.1) 
where 7a is the usual Lorentz metric and 
Cue CO" = 65 (2.6.2) 
is the Sp(2) metric, which satisfies the useful identity 
CopC” = ba15g° > AloBs)=CopCVA,Bs . (2.6.3) 


The OSp metric is used to raise and lower graded indices as: 
Sania, , =r ne ; TT ngk = 55° (2.6.4) 
The sign conventions are that adjacent indices are contracted with the contravariant 
(up) index first. The equivalence follows from the fact that, for momentum-space 
Feynman graphs, the trees will be the same if we constrain the 2 — 2 extra “ghost” 
momenta to vanish on external lines (since they’ll then vanish on internal lines by 
momentum conservation); and the loops are then the same because, when the mo- 
mentum integrands are written as gaussians, the determinant factors coming from the 
2 extra anticommuting dimensions exactly cancel those from the 2 extra commuting 
ones. For example, using the proper-time form (“Schwinger parametrization” ) of the 
propagators (cf. (2.5.1)), 
1 lee) 
se ee et | dr eT tm) (2.6.5) 
pea. Jo 


all momentum integrations take the form 


i paren dda ont (2p+P-+P"PatP*Patm) [arp owt (P*Patm?) 
is 


(4 D/2 f 2 
a oe ROG) 
;) : 


where f is a function of the proper-time parameters. 


The covariant theory is thus obtained from the light-cone one by the substitution 


(p_,P+;Pi) > (D-,P4+iParPa) , (2.6.7a) 
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where 
ah ea) (2.6.7b) 


on physical states. It’s not necessary to set p, = 0, since it only appears in the combi- 
nation p_p+ in OSp(D,2|2)-invariant products. Thus, p+ can be chosen arbitrarily on 


external lines (but should be nonvanishing due to the appearance of factors of 1/p,). 


We now interpret x* and x as the unphysical coordinates. Vector indices on fields 
are treated similarly: Having been reduced to transverse ones by the light-cone for- 
malism, they now become covariant vector indices with 2 additional anticommuting 
values ((2.6.1)). For example, in Yang-Mills the vector field becomes the usual vector 


field plus two anticommuting scalars Ay, corresponding to Faddeev-Popov ghosts. 
The graphical rules become: 
(a) Assign a 7 to each vertex, and order them with respect to T. 


(b) Assign (p1,pa) to each external line, but (p4,pa,Pa) to each internal line, all 
directed toward increasing 7. Enforce conservation of (p+, Pa, Pa) at each vertex 


(with p, = 0 on external lines). 


(c) Give each internal line a propagator 


T. - 
BPD ipa 


T (Da? +p*Da +m?) /2p4 


for the (p+, Pa; Pa) of that line and the positive difference 7 in the proper time between 
the ends. 


(d) Give each external line a factor 


(e) Read off the vertices from the action as usual. 


[oa 


for each 7 difference between consecutive (though not necessarily connected) ver- 


(f) Integrate 


tices. 


(g) Integrate 


/ Do 
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(h) 


(i) 


for each loop (remembering that for any anticommuting variable 0, [d0 1 = 0, 
Pago 1:6? = 0). 


Integrate 
2/ dps. 
for each loop. 


Integrate 


for each loop. 


For theories with only scalars, integrating just (fh) gives the usual Feynman 


graphs (although it may be necessary to add several graphs due to the t-ordering of 


non-adjacent vertices). Besides the correspondence of the 7 parameters to the usual 


Schwinger parameters, after integrating out just the anticommuting parameters the 


p+ parameters resemble Feynman parameters. 


These methods can also be applied to strings (chapt. 10). 


Exercises 


(1) 


(2) 


Find the light-cone formulation of QED. Compare with the Coulomb gauge for- 


mulation. 


Derive the commutation relations of the conformal group from (2.2.2). Check 
that (2.2.4) satisfies them. Evaluate the commutators implicit in (2.2.7) for each 


generator. 


Find the Lorentz transformation M,, of a vector (consistent with the conventions 
of (2.2.2)). (Hint: Look at the transformations of x and p.) Find the explicit 
form of (2.2.8) for that case. Solve these equations of motion. To what simpler 
representation is this equivalent? Study this equivalence with the light-cone anal- 
ysis given below (2.2.8). Generalize the analysis to totally antisymmetric tensors 


of arbitrary rank. 


Repeat problem (3) for the massive case. Looking at the separate SO(D-1,1) 
representations contained in the SO(D,1) representations, show that first-order 
formalisms in terms of the usual fields have been obtained, and find the corre- 


sponding second-order formulations. 
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(5) Check that the explicit forms of the Poincaré generators given in (2.3.5) satisfy 
the correct algebra (see problem (2)). Find the explicit transformations acting 


on the vector representation of the spin group SO(D-1). Compare with (2.4.1-2). 


(6) Derive (2.4.11). Compare that p_ with the light-cone hamiltonian which follows 
from (2.1.5). 


(7) Calculate the 4-point amplitude in ¢° theory with light-cone graphs, and com- 
pare with the usual covariant Feynman graph calculation. Calculate the 1-loop 
propagator correction in the same theory using the covariantized light-cone rules, 
and again compare with ordinary Feynman graphs, paying special attention to 


Feynman parameters. 
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3. GENERAL BRST 


3.1. Gauge invariance and constraints 


In the previous chapter we saw that a gauge theory can be described either in a 
manifestly covariant way by using gauge degrees of freedom, or in a manifestly unitary 
way (with only physical degrees of freedom) with Poincaré transformations which are 
nonlinear (in both coordinates and fields). In the gauge-covariant formalism there is a 
D-dimensional manifest Lorentz covariance, and in the light-cone formalism a D — 2- 
dimensional one, and in each case a corresponding number of degrees of freedom. 
There is also an intermediate formalism, more familiar from nonrelativistic theory: 
The hamiltonian formalism has a D — 1-dimensional manifest Lorentz covariance (ro- 
tations). As in the light-cone formalism, the notational separation of coordinates 
into time and space suggests a particular type of gauge condition: temporal (time- 
like) gauges, where time-components of gauge fields are set to vanish. In chapt. 5, 
this formalism will be seen to have a particular advantage for first-quantization of 
relativistic theories: In the classical mechanics of relativistic theories, the coordinates 
are treated as functions of a “proper time” so that the usual time coordinate can be 
treated on an equal footing with the space coordinates. Thus, canonical quantization 
with respect to this unobservable (proper) “time” coordinate doesn’t destroy manifest 
Poincaré covariance, so use of a hamiltonian formalism can be advantageous, partic- 
ularly in deriving BRST transformations, and the corresponding second-quantized 


theory, where the proper-time doesn’t appear anyway. 


We'll first consider Yang-Mills, and then generalize to arbitrary gauge theories. 
In order to study the temporal gauge, instead of the decomposition (2.1.1) we simply 


separate into time and spatial components 
The lagrangian (2.1.5) is then 


L= gPiy = 3(poAi — [Vi, Aol)? . (3.122) 
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The gauge condition 
Ap = 0 (43) 


transforms under a gauge transformation with a time derivative: Under an infinites- 


imal transformation about Ap = 0, 
6 Ao y Oor ; (3.1.4) 


so the Faddeev-Popov ghosts are propagating. Furthermore, the gauge transformation 
(3.1.4) does not allow the gauge choice (3.1.3) everywhere: For example, if we choose 


periodic boundary conditions in time (to simplify the argument), then 
5 | dx® Ay x0. (3.1.5) 


Ag can then be fixed by an appropriate initial condition, e.g., Ao|,0-9 = 0, but then 


the corresponding field equation is lost. Therefore, we must impose 


(222 Syed = AVE WAI aia? 0 (3.1.6) 
dAg 


as an initial condition. Another way to understand this is to note that gauge fixing 
eliminates only degrees of freedom which don’t occur in the lagrangian, and thus 
can eliminate only redundant equations of motion: Since [V;, F’o;] = 0 followed from 
the gauge-invariant action, the fact that it doesn’t follow after setting Ap = 0 means 
some piece of Ap can’t truly be gauged away, and so we must compensate by imposing 
the equation of motion for that piece. Due to the original gauge invariance, (3.1.6) 
then holds for all time from the remaining field equations: In the gauge (3.1.3), the 


lagrangian (3.1.2) becomes 
L= 5A;0 A; — §(pi Ai)? + [Ai, AslpiAj + 3[4i, Aj)? (3.1.7) 


and the covariant divergence of the implied field equations yields the time derivative 
of (3.1.6). (This follows from the identity [V°,[V%, Fs]]| = 0 upon applying the 
field equations [V%, F'iq] = 0. In unitary gauges, the corresponding constraint can be 
derived without time derivatives, and hence is implied by the remaining field equations 
under suitable boundary conditions.) Equivalently, if we notice that (3.1.4) does not 
fix the gauge completely, but leaves time-independent gauge transformations, we need 
to impose a constraint on the initial states to make them gauge invariant. But the 
generator of the residual gauge transformations on the remaining fields A; is 


G(x) = Puig] (3.1.8) 
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which is the same as the constraint (3.1.6) under canonical quantization of (3.1.7). 
Thus, the same operator (1) gives the constraint which must be imposed in addition to 
the field equations because too much of Ap was dropped, and (2) (its transpose) gives 
the gauge transformations remaining because they left the gauge-fixing function Ap 
invariant. The fact that these are identical is not surprising, since in Faddeev-Popov 
quantization the latter corresponds to the Faddeev-Popov ghost while the former 


corresponds to the antighost. 


These properties appear very naturally in a hamiltonian formulation: We start 
again with the gauge-invariant lagrangian (3.1.2). Since Ap has no time-derivative 


terms, we Legendre transform with respect to just Aj. The result is 
1 se: 
Sy=fdPrirLy , La=AT-H , H=Hot AiG 
g 


Ho = Ili’? -—4F ij? » G=[ViTh] , (3.1.9) 


where © = Op. As in ordinary nonrelativistic classical mechanics, eliminating the 
momentum IJ; from the hamiltonian form of the action (first order in time deriva- 
tives) by its equation of motion gives back the lagrangian form (second order in time 


derivatives). Note that Ag appears linearly, as a Lagrange multiplier. 


The gauge-invariant hamiltonian formalism of (3.1.9) can be generalized [3.1]: 


Consider a lagrangian of the form 
Ly = eMey*(z)ta-H , H=Ho(z,7) +AUGi(z, 7), (3,510) 


where z, 7, and \ are the variables, representing “coordinates,” covariant “momenta,” 
and Lagrange multipliers, respectively. They depend on the time, and also have 
indices (which may include continuous indices, such as spatial coordinates). e, which 
is a function of z, has been introduced to allow for cases with a symmetry (such 
as supersymmetry) under which dz“e,,4 (but not dz itself) is covariant, so that 7 
will be covariant, and thus a more convenient variable in terms of which to express 
the constraints G. When Hp commutes with G (quantum mechanically, or in terms 
of Poisson brackets for a classical treatment), this action has a gauge invariance 


generated by G, for which X is the gauge field: 
d(z, T) am [C'G:, (2; T)| ’ 


6 (5 = wg, =0 > (6')G;= CG; + G;,CGi]_, (3.1.11) 
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where the gauge transformation of A has been determined by the invariance of the 
“total” time-derivative d/dt = 0/0t +iH. (More generally, if [¢’G;, Ho] = f’iG;, then 
6X has an extra term —f’.) Using the chain rule ((d/dt) on f(t, qx(t)) equals 0/0t + 
qu(O/Oqx)) to evaluate the time derivative of G, we find the lagrangian transforms as 
a total derivative 


d 
iLu=— (oz JemAma — Gi], (3.1.12) 


which is the usual transformation law for an action with local symmetry generated 
by the current G. When Ho vanishes (as in relativistic mechanics), the special case 
¢’ = €X of the transformations of (3.1.11) are 7 reparametrizations, generated by the 
hamiltonian \’G,;. In general, after canonical quantization, the wave function satisfies 
the Schrédinger equation 0/Ot + iHo = 0, as well as the constraints G = 0 (and thus 
0/O0t +7H = 0 in any gauge choice for A). Since |[Ho, G] = 0, G = 0 at t = 0 implies 
G = 0 for all t. 


In some cases (such as Yang-Mills), the Lorentz covariant form of the action can 
be obtained by eliminating all the 7’s. A covariant first-order form can generally be 
obtained by introducing additional auxiliary degrees of freedom which enlarge 7 to 


make it Lorentz covariant. For example, for Yang-Mills we can rewrite (3.1.9) as 
Lit = 3Goi” — Go’ Foi + aF iz’ 


4 Sar eer . (3.1.13) 


where Go; = iII,;, and the independent (auxiliary) fields G.» also include G;;, which 
have been introduced to put ;F;,” into first-order form and thus make the lagrangian 
manifestly Lorentz covariant. Eliminating G;; by their field equations gives back the 


hamiltonian form. 


Many examples will be given in chapts. 5-6 for relativistic first-quantization, 
where Ho vanishes, and thus the Schrodinger equation implies the wave function is 
proper-time-independent (i.e., we require Ho = 0 because the proper time is not 
physically observable). Here we give an interesting example in D=2 which will also 
be useful for strings. Consider a single field A with canonical momentum P and 
choose 

iG=7(P+A'? , H=7(P-A’) , (3.1.14) 


where ' is the derivative with respect to the 1 space coordinate (which acts as the 
index M or i from above). From the algebra of P + A’, it’s easy to check, at least 


at the Poisson bracket level, that the G algebra closes and Hg is invariant. (This 
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algebra, with particular boundary conditions, will be important in string theory: See 
chapt. 8. Note that P + A’ does not form an algebra, so its square must be used.) 


The transformation laws (3.1.11) are found to be 
. > 
SDA=CH(P+H+A)) , OA=C-AAC . (3.1.15) 


In the gauge \ = 1 the action becomes the usual hamiltonian one for a massless 
scalar, but the constraint implies P + A’ = 0, which means that modes propagate 
only to the right and not the left. The lagrangian form again results from eliminating 
P, and after the redefinitions 


eres > © SWISS 5 (3.1.16) 


we find [3.2] 


os (3.1.17) 


where O, are defined as in sect. 2.1. 


The gauge fixing (including Faddeev-Popov ghosts) and initial condition can be 
described in a very concise way by the BRST method. The basic idea is to construct 
a symmetry relating the Faddeev-Popov ghosts to the unphysical modes of the gauge 
field. For example, in Yang-Mills only D — 2 Lorentz components of the gauge field 
are physical, so the Lorentz-gauge D-component gauge field requires 2 Faddeev-Popov 
ghosts while the temporal-gauge D — 1-component field requires only 1. The BRST 
symmetry rotates the additional gauge-field components into the FP ghosts, and vice 
versa. Since the FP ghosts are anticommuting, the generator of this symmetry must 


be, also. 


3.2. IGL(1) 


We will find that the methods of Becchi, Rouet, Stora, and Tyutin [3.3] are the 
most useful way not only to perform quantization in Lorentz-covariant and general 
nonunitary gauges, but also to derive gauge-invariant theories. BRST quantization is 
a more general way of quantizing gauge theories than either canonical or path-integral 
(Faddeev-Popov), because it (1) allows more general gauges, (2) gives the Slavnov- 
Taylor identities (conditions for unitarity) directly (they’re just the Ward identities 


for BRST invariance), and (3) can separate the gauge-invariant part of a gauge-fixed 
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action. It is defined by the conditions: (1) BRST transformations form a global group 
with a single (abelian) anticommuting generator Q. The group property then implies 
Q? = 0 for closure. (2) Q acts on physical fields as a gauge transformation with the 
gauge parameter replaced by the (real) ghost. (3) Q on the (real) antighost gives a 
BRST auxiliary field (necessary for closure of the algebra off shell). Nilpotence of Q 
then implies that the auxiliary field is BRST invariant. Physical states are defined 
to be those which are BRST invariant (modulo null states, which can be expressed 
as Q on something) and have vanishing ghost number (the number of ghosts minus 


antighosts). 


There are two types of BRST formalisms: (1) first-quantized-style BRST, origi- 
nally found in string theory [3.4] but also applicable to ordinary field theory, which 
contains all the field equations as well as the gauge transformations; and (2) second- 
quantized-style BRST, the original form of BRST, which contains only the gauge 
transformations, corresponding in a hamiltonian formalism to those field equations 
(constraints) found from varying the time components of the gauge fields. However, 
we'll find (in sect. 4.4) that, after restriction to a certain subset of the fields, BRST1 is 
equivalent to BRST2. (It’s the BRST variation of the additional fields of BRST1 that 
leads to the field equations for the physical fields.) The BRST2 transformations were 
originally found from Yang-Mills theory. We will first derive the YM BRST2 transfor- 
mations, and by a simple generalization find BRST operators for arbitrary theories, 


applicable to BRST1 or BRST2 and to lagrangian or hamiltonian formalisms. 


In the general case, there are two forms for the BRST operators, correspond- 
ing to different classes of gauges. The gauges commonly used in field theory fall 
into three classes: (1) unitary (Coulomb, Arnowitt-Fickler/axial, light-cone) gauges, 
where the ghosts are nonpropagating, and the constraints are solved explicitly (since 
they contain no time derivatives); (2) temporal/timelike gauges, where the ghosts have 
equations of motion first-order in time derivatives (making them canonically conju- 
gate to the antighosts); and (3) Lorentz (Landau, Fermi-Feynman) gauges, where 
the ghost equations are second-order (so ghosts are independent of antighosts), and 
the Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields [3.5] (Lagrange multipliers for the gauge con- 
ditions) are canonically conjugate to the auxiliary time-components of the gauge 
fields. Unitary gauges have only physical polarizations; temporal gauges have an 
additional pair of unphysical polarizations of opposite statistics for each gauge gener- 
ator; Lorentz gauges have two pairs. In unitary gauges the BRST operator vanishes 


identically; in temporal gauges it is constructed from group generators, or constraints, 
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multiplied by the corresponding ghosts, plus terms for nilpotence; in Lorentz gauges 
it has an extra “abelian” term consisting of the products of the second set of unphys- 
ical fields. Temporal-gauge BRST is defined in terms of a ghost number operator in 
addition to the BRST operator, which itself has ghost number 1. We therefore refer 
to this formalism by the corresponding symmetry group with two generators, IGL(1). 
Lorentz-gauge BRST has also an antiBRST operator [3.6], and this and BRST trans- 
form as an “isospin” doublet, giving the larger group ISp(2), which can be extended 
further to OSp(1,1|2) [2.3,3.7]. Although the BRST2 OSp operators are generally 
of little value (only the IGL is required for quantization), the BRST1 OSp gives a 
powerful method for obtaining free gauge-invariant formalisms for arbitrary (particle 
or string) field theories. In particular, for arbitrary representations of the Poincaré 
group a certain OSp(1,1|2) can be extended to IOSp(D,2|2) [2.3], which is derived 


from (but does not directly correspond to quantization in) the light-cone gauge. 


One simple way to formulate anticommuting symmetries (such as supersymme- 
try) is through the use of anticommuting coordinates [3.8]. We therefore extend 
spacetime to include one extra, anticommuting coordinate, corresponding to the one 
anticommuting symmetry: 

a — (a,q) (32.1) 


for all vector indices, including those on coordinates, with Fermi statistics for all 
quantities with an odd number of anticommuting indices. (a takes only one value.) 
Covariant derivatives and gauge transformations are then defined by the correspond- 
ing generalization of (2.1.5b), and field strengths with graded commutators (commu- 
tators or anticommutators, according to the statistics). However, unlike supersym- 
metry, the extra coordinate does not represent extra physical degrees of freedom, and 
so we constrain all field strengths with anticommuting indices to vanish [3.9]: For 
Yang-Mills, 

Foa = Fog =0 , (3.2.2a) 


so that gauge-invariant quantities can be constructed only from the usual F’,,. When 


Yang-Mills is coupled to matter fields @, we similarly have the constraints 
V0 Vev i0=0: 5 (3.2.2b) 


and these in fact imply (3.2.2a) (consider {Va, Vg} and [Va, Va] acting on ¢). These 


constraints can be solved easily: 


Yee =0 a PaAs, >= [Vas Aa ; 
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Fop=0 — poAg=—3{Aa,As}=—AcAs | 
Veb=0 3 pap=—Agd . (3.2.3) 


(In the second line we have used the fact that a takes only one value.) Defining “ | ” 
to mean |,«9, we now interpret A,| as the usual gauge field, ¢A,| as the FP ghost, 
and the BRST operator Q as Q(w|) = (paw)|. (Similarly, | is the usual matter 
field.) Then 0,03 = 0 (since a takes only one value and O, is anticommuting) implies 
nilpotence 

Ora: 4 (3.2.4) 


In a hamiltonian approach [3.10] these transformations are sufficient to perform quan- 
tization in a temporal gauge, but for the lagrangian approach or Lorentz gauges we 
also need the FP antighost and Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary field, which we define in 


terms of an unconstrained scalar field A: A | is the antighost, and 
B = (paiA)| (3.2.5) 


is the auxiliary field. 


The BRST transformations (3.2.3) can be represented in operator form as 
0 ee: 


Q = CG: + 30°C fy sae - Bio (3.2.6a) 


where 7 is a combined space(time) /internal-symmetry index, C is the FP ghost, C is 
the FP antighost, B is the NL auxiliary field, and the action on the physical fields is 


given by the constraint /gauge-transformation G satisfying the algebra 
[G:,G;} = fig’Gr ; (3.2.66) 


where we have generalized to graded algebras with graded commutator [ , } (com- 


mutator or anticommutator, as appropriate). In this case, 


6 
G= vig] (3.2.7) 


where the structure constants in (3.2.6b) are the usual group structure constants 
times 6-functions in the coordinates. Q of (3.2.6a) is antihermitian when C, C, and 
B are hermitian and G is antihermitian, and is nilpotent (3.2.4) as a consequence of 
(3.2.6b). Since C and B appear only in the last term in (3.2.6a), these properties 
also hold if that term is dropped. (In the notation of (3.2.1-5), the fields A and A are 
independent.) 
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When [G:;, fix} 4 0, (3.2.6a) still gives Q? = 0. However, when the gauge 
invariance has a gauge invariance of its own, i.e., A°G; = 0 for some nontrivial A 
depending on the physical variables implicit in G, then, although (3.2.6a) is still 
nilpotent, it requires extra terms in order to allow gauge fixing this invariance of the 
ghosts. In some cases (see sect. 5.4) this requires an infinite number of new terms (and 
ghosts). In general, the procedure of adding in the additional ghosts and invariances 
can be tedious, but in sect. 3.4 we'll find a method which automatically gives them 


all at once. 


The gauge-fixed action is required to be BRST-invariant. The gauge-invariant 
part already is, since Q on physical fields is a special case of a gauge transforma- 
tion. The gauge-invariant lagrangian is quantized by adding terms which are Q on 
something (corresponding to integration over x«*), and thus BRST-invariant (since 


Q? = 0): For example, rewriting (3.2.3,5) in the present notation, 


QAa = —i[Va, CT ’ 


QC = iC? ' 
OC] 1B 2 
OB =O. (3.2.8) 
we can choose 
Lar = iQ {6 (f(A) + 9(B)]} = BUA) + 0(B)-CZ4v,,c] , (829) 


which gives the usual FP term for gauge condition f(A) = 0 with gauge-averaging 
function Bg(B). However, gauges more general than FP can be obtained by putting 
more complicated ghost-dependence into the function on which Q acts, giving terms 


more than quadratic in ghosts. In the temporal gauge 
f(A) = Ao (3.2.10) 


and g contains no time derivatives in (3.2.9), so upon quantization B is eliminated 
(it’s nonpropagating) and C is canonically conjugate to C. Thus, in the hamiltonian 
formalism (3.2.6a) gives the correct BRST transformations without the last term, 
where the fields are now functions of just space and not time, the sum in (3.2.7) runs 
over just the spatial values of the spacetime index as in (3.1.8), and the derivatives 
correspond to functional derivatives which give 6 functions in just spatial coordinates. 


On the other hand, in Lorentz gauges the ghost and antighost are independent even 
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after quantization, and the last term in @ is needed in both lagrangian and hamil- 
tonian formalisms; but the product in (3.2.7) and the arguments of the fields and 
6 functions are as in the temporal gauge. Therefore, in the lagrangian approach Q 
is gauge independent, while in the hamiltonian approach the only gauge dependence 
is the set of unphysical fields, and thus the last term in Q. Specifically, for Lorentz 


gauges we choose 


Lar = (4B? + Bd-A-C8@-[V,C] 


=4(0 A? +¢4B?-Cd-[V,C] , 


B=B+20-A (3.2.11) 
using (3.2.9). 


The main result is that (3.2.6a) gives a general BRST operator for arbitrary alge- 
bras (3.2.6b), for hamiltonian or lagrangian formalisms, for arbitrary gauges (includ- 
ing temporal and Lorentz), where the last term contains arbitrary numbers (perhaps 
0) of sets of (C, B) fields. Since G = 0 is the field equation (3.1.6), physical states 
must satisfy Qy = 0. Actually, G = 0 is satisfied only as a Gupta-Bleuler condi- 
tion, but still QW = 0 because in the C’G; term in (3.2.6a) positive-energy parts 
of C* multiply negative-energy parts of G;, and vice versa. Thus, for any value of 
an appropriate index i, either C*|w) = (v|G; = 0 or G; |W) = (~|C* = 0, modulo 
contributions from the C?0/0C term. However, since G is also the generator of gauge 
transformations (3.1.8), any state of the form w+ QA is equivalent to ~. The physical 
states are therefore said to belong to the “cohomology” of Q: those satisfying Qw = 0 
modulo gauge transformations 6 = QX. (“Physical” has a more restrictive meaning 
in BRST1 than BRST2: In BRST2 the physical states are just the gauge-invariant 
ones, while in BRST1 they must also be on shell.) In addition, physical states must 


have a specified value of the ghost number, defined by the ghost number operator 


8 2s Db 
ee Oe eeeteny fice 9419 
J CoG Oa : (3 a) 


where 
PQl=@ , (3.2.12) 
and the latter term in (3.2.12a) is dropped if the last term in (3.2.6a) is. The two 


operators Q and J? form the algebra IGL(1), which can be interpreted as a translation 
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and scale transformation, respectively, with respect to the coordinate x® (i.e., the 


conformal group in | anticommuting dimension). 


From the gauge generators G;, which act on only the physical variables, we can 
define IGL(1)-invariant generalizations which transform also C’, as the adjoint repre- 
sentation: 


e 0 a) 
G; = {2.ze5} =Git CO fie ore (3.2.13) 


The G’s are gauge-fixed versions of the gauge generators G. 


Types of gauges for first-quantized theories will be discussed in chapt. 5 for par- 
ticles and chapt. 6 and sect. 8.3 for strings. Gauge fixing for general field theories 
using BRST will be described in sect. 4.4, and for closed string field theory in sect. 
11.1. IGL(1) algebras will be used for deriving general gauge-invariant free actions in 
sect. 4.2. The algebra will be derived from first-quantization for the particle in sect. 
5.2 and for the string in sect. 8.1. However, in the next section we’ll find that IGL(1) 
can always be derived as a subgroup of OSp(1,1]2), which can be derived in a more 


general way than by first-quantization. 


3.3. OSp(1,1|2) 


Although the IGL(1) algebra is sufficient for quantization in arbitrary gauges, in 
the following section we will find the larger OSp(1,1|2) algebra useful for the BRST1 
formalism, so we give a derivation here for BRST2 and again generalize to arbitrary 
BRST. The basic idea is to introduce a second BRST, “antiBRST,” corresponding to 
the antighost. We therefore repeat the procedure of (3.2.1-7) with 2 anticommuting 
coordinates [3.11] by simply letting the index a run over 2 values (cf. sect. 2.6). The 


solution to (3.2.2) is now 
ales =0 — PaAa = [Was Ag ; 
Fog = 0 —? PaAg = —4{Ag, Ag} = iCogB 3 


Vad =0 =? Pa = —Aad ; (3.3.1a) 


where A, now includes both ghost and antighost. The appearance of the NL field is 
due to the ambiguity in the constraint Fag = pjaAg)+:-:. The remaining (anti) BRST 


transformation then follows from further differentiation: 


{Po,pp}Ay=0 + poB=—$[Aa, B] + iz [A’, {Ao Aah] (3.3.16) 
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The generalization of (3.2.6a) is then [3.12], defining Q°(~|) = (0°~w)| (and renaming 
Cm = A*), 


ae O ._ O Aan O 
a_piag 1. lpjanib sk _ BR loje Bip. K_2_ 
OES OG A TOOTS G0 — age, + ROBT i ape 
— LCM CIC 5 fiat fax ie (3.3.2) 
T2 BS tj OBm 
and of (3.2.12a) is ; 
Jun C exam (3.3.3) 


where ( ) means index symmetrization. These operators form an ISp(2) algebra 


consisting of the translations Q, and rotations Jag on the coordinates x°: 
{Qa, Qa} = 5 


Jap, Q4] = —CyaQ~a) + (Jas, Jy6] = —Ciyatys) - (3.3.4) 


In order to relate to the IGL(1) formalism, we write 


, ~ 7 ~ 8 J+ iJ? 
ies oe ee ii (7 a ee (3.3.5) 
and make the unitary transformation 
In U = 4016 (3.3.6) 


Then UQU™! is Q of (3.2.6a) and UJ?U~! = J? is J? of (3.2.12a). However, whereas 
there is an arbitrariness in the IGL(1) algebra in redefining J? by a constant, there 
is no such ambiguity in the OSp(1,1|2) algebra (since it is “simple”). 

Unlike the IGL case, the NL fields now are an essential part of the algebra. 
Consequently, the algebra can be enlarged to OSp(1,1|2) [8.7]: 


Ja = Qa ’ Ja = 20 ana; ’ 

rs) <0 a 50. 
af = er - 5 S= 22 — ot : A .O. 
Jap = C (areapy ce a tO ace (3.3:7) 


with Q, as in (3.3.2), satisfy 
[Jas: Jy5] = Coats); 


[Jap, Jaz | = —C ya +2) ’ 


car Jia} = =C apd 4 = Jap ) 
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eee Jel = FJ te ’ 


rest =) (3.3.8) 


This group is the conformal group for x°, with the ISp(2) subgroup being the corre- 


sponding Poincaré (or Euclidean) subgroup: 


Jia =—-Oq » Jaq = 2070 + 2°M gq + Lod 
dee = XL (a0 8) + Mag a? ne a —x2°Ou +0. (3.3.9) 


(We define the square of an Sp(2) spinor as (rq)? = 52°%q.) J_ are the transla- 
tions, Jag the Lorentz transformations (rotations), J_+ the dilatations, and J+, the 
conformal boosts. As a result of constraints analogous to (3.3.1la), the translations 
are realized nonlinearly in (3.3.7) instead of the boosts. This should be compared 
with the usual conformal group (2.2.4). The action of the generators (3.3.9) have 
been chosen to have the opposite sign of those of (3.3.8), since it is a coordinate rep- 
resentation instead of a field representation (see sect. 2.2). In later sections we will 
actually be applying (3.3.7) to coordinates, and hence (3.3.9) should be considered a 


“zeroth-quantized” formalism. 


From the gauge generators G;, we can define OSp(1,1|2)-invariant generalizations 


which transform also C' and B, as adjoint representations: 


3) 


_ (3.3.10) 


A a 0 24 a) 
on at y-» salt i: ti 5 Gra PB hye: 


The G’s are the OSp(1,1|2) generalization of the operators (3.2.13). 


The OSp(1,1|2) algebra (3.3.7) can be extended to an inhomogeneous algebra 
TOSp(1,1]2) when one of the generators, which we denote by Go, is distinguished 
[3.13]. We then define 


_ oO 
p+ = ~ 21-555 ’ 
a We 0 Wau x0 
Pa =i (soe + Coflgos ; 
1 oe 
~ =-—(iGot+pa’) . 3.3.11 
D a orp ) ( ) 


(The i indices still include the value 0.) Go is then the IOSp(1,1|2) invariant i4(2p4p_+ 


pp). This algebra is useful for constructing gauge field theory for closed strings. 
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OSp(1,1|2) will play a central role in the following chapters: In chapt. 4 it will 
be used to derive free gauge-invariant actions. A more general form will be derived 
in the following sections, but the methods of this section will also be used in sect. 8.3 


to describe Lorentz-gauge quantization of the string. 


3.4. From the light cone 


In this section we will derive a general OSp(1,1|2) algebra from the light-cone 
Poincaré algebra of sect. 2.3, using concepts developed in sect. 2.6. We’ll use this 
general OSp(1,1|2) to derive a general IGL(1), and show how IGL(1) can be extended 


to include interactions. 


The IGL(1) and OSp(1,1|2) algebras of the previous section can be constructed 
from an arbitrary algebra G, whether first-quantized or second-quantized, and la- 
grangian or hamiltonian. That already gives 8 different types of BRST formalisms. 
Furthermore, arbitrary gauges, more general than those obtained by the FP method, 
and graded algebras (where some of the G’s are anticommuting, as in supersym- 
metry) can be treated. However, there is a ninth BRST formalism, similar to the 
BRST1 OSp(1,1|2) hamiltonian formalism, which starts from an IOSp(D,2|2) algebra 
[2.3] which contains the OSp(1,1|2) as a subgroup. This approach is unique in that, 
rather than starting from the gauge covariant formalism to derive the BRST algebra, 
it starts from just the usual Poincaré algebra and derives both the gauge covariant 
formalism and BRST algebra. In this section, instead of deriving BRST1 from first- 
quantization, we will describe this special form of BRST1, and give the OSp(1,1]2) 


subalgebra of which special cases will be found in the following chapters. 


The basic idea of the IOSp formalism is to start from the light-cone formalism 
of the theory with its nonlinear realization of the usual Poincaré group ISO(D-1,1) 
(with manifest subgroup ISO(D-2)), extend this group to [OSp(D,2]2) (with manifest 
IOSp(D-1,1|2)) by adding 2 commuting and 2 anticommuting coordinates, and take 
the ISO(D-1,1)@OSp(1,1|2) subgroup, where this ISO(D-1,1) is now manifest and the 
nonlinear OSp(1,1|2) is interpreted as BRST. Since the BRST operators of BRST1 
contain all the field equations, the gauge-invariant action can be derived. Thus, not 
only can the light-cone formalism be derived from the gauge-invariant formalism, 
but the converse is also true. Furthermore, for general field theories the light-cone 
formalism (at least for the free theory) is easier to derive (although more awkward 
to use), and the IOSp method therefore provides a convenient method to derive the 


gauge covariant formalism. 
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We now perform dimensional continuation as in sect. 2.6, but set 7, = 0 as in sect. 
2.3. Our fields are now functions of (4, %q,_), and have indices corresponding to 
representations of the spin subgroup OSp(D—1,1|2) in the massless case or OSp(D,1]2) 
in the massive. Of the full group IOSp(D,2|2) (obtained from extending (2.3.5)) we 
are now only interested in the subgroup ISO(D—1,1)®OSp(1,1|2). The former factor 


is the usual Poincaré group, acting only in the physical spacetime directions: 
Pa = 104 a —12X[aPb| +Ma . (3.4.1) 


The latter factor is identified as the BRST group, acting in only the unphysical 


directions: 


Jag Saab M op &. Soka HIER 4 Tia =e 


aie aor ~ |-iras(p>ps + M? + p®pp) + Ma’pp + kPa + Qal 
{Qa Qp} = —Mag(p*pa + M*) ; (3.4.2a) 
Q.=Ma'pm+MamM . (3.4.2b) 
We'll generally set k = 0. 


In order to relate to the BRST1 IGL formalism obtained from ordinary first- 
quantization (and discussed in the following chapters for the particle and string), 
we perform an analysis similar to that of (3.3.5,6): Making the (almost) unitary 


transformation [2.3] 


Oc 
where x* = (c, €), M%* = (Mt*, M~*), and M*» = (Mtm, Mm), we get 


In U = (In px) (3 + us) , (3.4.3a) 


a) a) 
Q = -ich(pa? + M?) + M*ig- + (Mt, + M*_M) + tix 


P=c—+M?-te . (3.4.30) 
(Cf. (3.2.6a,12a).) As in sect. 3.2, the extra terms in z_ and é (analogous to B* and 
C*) can be dropped in the IGL(1) formalism. After dropping such terms, J?t = 1—J?. 


(Or we can subtract 5 to make it simply antihermitian. However, we prefer not to, 


so that physical states will still have vanishing ghost number.) 


Since p, is a momentum, this redefinition has a funny effect on reality (but not 
hermiticity) properties: In particular, c is now a momentum rather than a coordi- 


nate (because it has been scaled by p,, maintaining its hermiticity but making it 
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imaginary in coordinate space). However, we will avoid changing notation or Fourier 
transforming the fields, in order to simplify comparison to the OSp(1,1|2) formalism. 
The effect of (3.4.3a) on a field satisfying © = Q* is that it now satisfies 


@ = (1) @* (3.4.4) 


due to the 7 in p, = 1704. 


These results can be extended to interacting field theory, and we use Yang-Mills 


as an example [2.3]. Lorentz-covariantizing the light-cone result (2.1.7,2.4.11), we find 
p- = f LPO) + 4p.) 
Jia = / ic_(DaA')(p4Ai) + iq [-3F YF y+ $(p44_)?] -— Aapy A, 


A_= lv. pA. (3.4.5) 

When working in the IGL(1) formalism, it’s extremely useful to introduce a 
Lorentz covariant type of second-quantized bracket [3.14]. This bracket can be pos- 
tulated independently, or derived by covariantization of the light-cone canonical com- 
mutator, plus truncation of the ¢,x1, and x_ coordinates. The latter derivation will 
prove useful for the derivation of IGL(1) from OSp(1,1/2). Upon covariantization of 
the canonical light-cone commutator (2.4.5), the arguments of the fields and of the 
6-function on the right-hand side are extended accordingly. We now have to truncate. 
The truncation of x, is automatic: Since the original commutator was an equal-time 
one, there is no x, 6-function on the right-hand side, and it therefore suffices to 
delete the x, arguments of the fields. At this stage, in addition to x_ dependence, 
the fields depend on both ¢ and ¢ and the right-hand side contains both 6-functions. 
(This commutator may be useful for OSp approaches to field theory.) We now wish 
to eliminate the ¢ dependence. This cannot be done by straightforward truncation, 
since expansion of the field in this anticommuting coordinate shows that one cannot 
eliminate consistently the fields in the ¢ sector. We therefore proceed formally and 


just delete the ¢ argument from the fields and the corresponding 6-function, obtaining 


(ot(1), 6(2)), = — Ale 26 Vat (3.4.6) 


which is a bracket with unusual statistics because of the anticommuting 6-function on 


the right-hand side. The transformation (3.4.3a) is performed next; its nonunitarity 
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causes the p,; dependence of (3.4.6) to disappear, enabling one to delete the r_ 


argument from the fields and the corresponding d-function to find (using (cO/0c)c = c) 
[1 (1), ®(2)]. = —30? (a2 — 11)6(cg C1). (3.4.7) 


This is the covariant bracket. The arguments of the fields are (a,, c), namely, the usual 
D bosonic coordinates of covariant theories and the single anticommuting coordinate 
of the IGL(1) formalism. The corresponding 6-functions appear on the right-hand 
side. (3.4.6,7) are defined for commuting (scalar) fields, but generalize straightfor- 
wardly: For example, for Yang-Mills, where A; includes both commuting (A,) and 
anticommuting (A,) fields, [A;', A;] has an extra factor of 7;;. It might be possible 
to define the bracket by a commutator [A,B], = Ax B— Bx A. Classically it can be 
defined by a Poisson bracket: 


[At, Bl. =} / dz (54) (a5*) (3.4.8) 


where z are all the coordinates of ® (in this case, 7, and c). For A = B = 9, the 
result of equation (3.4.7) is reproduced. The above equation implies that the bracket 
is a derivation: 


[AVBCly= ABC (=  U BiALOl. 3 (3.4.9) 


where the A’s and B’s in the exponent of the (—1) are 0 if the corresponding quantity 
is bosonic and 1 if it’s fermionic. This differs from the usual graded Leibnitz rule by 
a (—1)? due to the anticommutativity of the dz in the front of (3.4.8), which also 
gives the bracket the opposite of the usual statistics: We can write (—1)l4%le = 
(—1)4++1 to indicate that the bracket of 2 bosonic operators is fermionic, etc., a 
direct consequence of the anticommutativity of the total 6-function in (3.4.7). One 
can also verify that this bracket satisfies the other properties of a (generalized) Lie 
bracket: 
[A, Bl. = GO meg er Al. ) 


(S140 (A, [By Cle (=D [BIC Alde + (=P 1G, [A, Blele= 0 
(3.4.10) 
Thus the bracket has the opposite of the usual graded symmetry, being antisymmetric 
for objects of odd statistics and symmetric otherwise. This property follows from 
the hermiticity condition (3.4.4): (—1)°/?* gives (—1)~@/09° = —(—1)°9/?¢ upon 
integration by parts, which gives the effect of using an antisymmetric metric. The 
Jacobi identity has the same extra signs as in (3.4.9). These properties are sufficient 


to perform the manipulations analogous to those used in the light cone. 
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Before applying this bracket, we make some general considerations concerning 
the derivation of interacting IGL(1) from OSp(1,1|2). We start with the original 
untransformed generators J? and J_° = Q. The first step is to restrict our attention 
to just the fields at ¢ = 0. Killing all the fields at linear order in ¢€ is consistent 
with the transformation laws, since the transformations of the latter fields include 
no terms which involve only ¢ = 0 fields. Since the linear-in-c¢ fields are canonically 
conjugate to the ¢ = 0 fields, the only terms in the generators which could spoil this 
property would themselves have to depend on only ¢ = 0 fields, which, because of the 
dé (= 0/0¢) integration, would require explicit ¢-dependence. However, from (2.4.15), 
since 7° = C'“ = 0, we see that J_° anticommutes with p°, and thus has no explicit 
c-dependence at either the free or interacting levels. (The only explicit coordinate 


dependence in Q is from a c term.) 


The procedure of restricting to ¢ = 0 fields can then be implemented very simply 
by dropping all p°(= —0/0¢)’s in the generators. As a consequence, we also lose all 
explicit x_ terms in Q. (This follows from [J_°,p,] = —p*.) Since ¢ and 0/0¢ now 
occur nowhere explicitly, we can also kill all implicit dependence on ¢: All fields are 
evaluated at ¢ = 0, the dé is removed from the integral in the generators, and the 
6(€g — €) is removed from the canonical commutator, producing (3.4.6). In the case 
of Yang-Mills fields A’ = (A%, A°) = (A?, A°, A°), the BRST generator at this point 
is given by 

O= / icl 3 F¥ Fy, + H(p,A_)"] — Ape A__, (3.4.11) 


where the integrals are now over just %,, v_, and c, and some of the field strengths 
simplify: 
Pes A? 2 other Fe =[Vi A (3.4.12) 


Before performing the transformations which eliminate p, dependence, it’s now 


convenient to expand the fields over c as 


A® = A%+cy" , 
Ac =iC+cB , 
Ae =iC+cD , (3.4.13) 


where the fields on the right-hand sides are x°-independent. (The 7’s have been 
chosen in accordance with (3.4.4) to make the final fields real.) We next perform the 


dc integration, and then perform as the first transformation the first-quantized one 


3.4. From the light cone 43 
(3.4.3a), B py? ® (using the first-quantized J? = cO/dc + M°*), which gives 


. 1 7 a 4 2 I aI ° 
—1Q = / pF = 3 (28 a —i[V ,p+Aal =: {C, Ch ae reas {p20 ~¢}) 
P+ D+ D+ 


2 
SOHC = Bie (=<) CG? 


P+ 


a (2° — i[V*, C] — 2i pa" ~<]) [VaC] . (3.4.14) 


This transformation also replaces (3.4.6) with (3.4.7), with an extra factor of 7;; 
for [A;1, Aj], but still with the z_ 6-function. Expanding the bracket over the c’s, 


[Xa Able = Nab ) [D, C]. _ 3 ) [AoC _ -3 ) (3.4.15) 


where we have left off all the d-function factors (now in commuting coordinates only). 
Note that, by (3.4.10), all these brackets are symmetric. 


We might also define a second-quantized 
3 i 0 3 
se [Ain cm +M°|A; , (3.4.16a) 


but this form automatically keeps just the antihermitian part of the first-quantized 


operator cO/Oc = 3[c, 0/Oc] + 5: Doing the c integration and transformation (3.4.3a), 
p= y*Ag -CB-3CD . (3.4.16b) 


As a result, the terms in Q of different orders in the fields have different second- 
quantized ghost number. Therefore, we use only the first-quantized ghost operator 


(or second-quantize it in functional form). 


As can be seen in the above equations, despite the rescaling of the fields by 
suitable powers of p, there remains a fairly complicated dependence on p;,. There is 
no explicit «_ dependence anywhere but, of course, the fields have x_ as an argument. 
It would seem that there should be a simple prescription to get rid of the p,’s in the 
transformations. Setting p; = constant does not work, since it violates the Leibnitz 
rule for derivatives (p,¢ = a@¢ implies that pd? = 2a¢? and not ad”). Even setting 
p+; = 1¢; does not work. An attempt that comes very close is the following: Give 
the fields some specific «_ dependence in such a way that the p, factors can be 
evaluated and that afterwards such dependence can be canceled between the right- 


hand side and left-hand side of the transformations. In the above case it seems that 
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the only possibility is to set every field proportional to (x_)° but then it is hard 


€ 


to define 1/p, and p,. One then tries setting each field proportional to (x_)° and 


then let « — 0 at the end. In fact this prescription gives the correct answer for the 
quadratic terms of the Yang-Mills BRST transformations. Unfortunately it does not 


give the correct cubic terms. 


It might be possible to eliminate p;-dependence simply by applying J_; = Oasa 
constraint. However, this would require resolving some ambiguities in the evaluation 


of the nonlocal (in x_) operator p, in the interaction vertices. 


We therefore remove the explicit p1-dependence by use of an explicit transforma- 
tion. In the Yang-Mills case, this transformation can be completely determined by 
choosing it to be the one which redefines the auxiliary field B in a way which elimi- 
nates interaction terms in Q involving it, thus making B+ izp- A BRST-invariant. 


The resulting transformation [3.14] redefines only the BRST auxiliary fields: 


Q _- e'4Q ) LysB = [A, Ble ) Lx = 0 ) 


Pal ~ bey 
Re / O—i[A*, pA] —@0+2(—6) (pe) , (3.4.17) 
P+ P+ 


simply redefines the auxiliary fields to absorb the awkward interaction terms in 
(3.4.14). (We can also eliminate the free terms added to B and y by adding a 
term f{ Cip"A, to A to make the first term C(1/p4)i[V%, ps Aal-) We then find for 
the transformed BRST operator 


Oye / 1P,? — (2B + ip- A)? — 2DC? + (2x—ip*C)[Va,C] . (3.4.18) 
The resulting transformations are then 


QA, = —i[Va,C] , 

Qva = i4[V?, Foal + i{C, Xa — i4paC} + pa(Btidp- A) , 

QC = —2i(B+ilp-A) , 

QD = -i|V*,xXa—-tgpaC| +a[C,D] 

QC =iCc? , 

QB = — 5p*[Va,C] . (3.4.19) 


Since all the p;’s have been eliminated, we can now drop all x_ dependence from the 
fields, integration, and 5-functions. On the fields A,, C, C, B of the usual BRST2 
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formalism, this result agrees with the corresponding transformations (3.2.8), where 
this B = LB of (3.2.11). By working with the second-quantized operator form of Q 
(and of the redefinition A), we have automatically obtained a form which makes Q® 
integrable in ®, or equivalently makes the vertices which follow from this operator 
cyclic in all the fields (or symmetric, if one takes group-theory indices into account). 


The significance of this property will be described in the next chapter. 


This extended-light-cone form of the OSp(1,1|2) algebra will be used to derive 
free gauge-invariant actions in the next chapter. The specific form of the generators 
for the case of the free open string will be given in sect. 8.2, and the generalization to 
the free closed string in sect. 11.1. A partial analysis of the interacting string along 


these lines will be given in sect. 12.1. 


3.5. Fermions 


These results can be extended to fermions [3.15]. This requires a slight modi- 
fication of the formalism, since the Sp(2) representations resulting from the above 
analysis for spinors don’t include singlets. This modification is analogous to the addi- 
tion of the BO/dC terms to Q in (3.2.6a). We can think of the OSp(1,1|2) generators 
of (3.4.2) as “orbital” generators, and add “spin” generators which themselves gen- 
erate OSp(1,1]2). In particular, since we are here considering spinors, we choose the 
spin generators to be those for the simplest spinor representation, the graded gen- 
eralization of a Dirac spinor, whose generators can be expressed in terms of graded 


Dirac “matrices”: 
{44,47] = 294? , Sap=4fa,7e} , Jas’ =Jaat+Sap , (3.5.1) 


where { , | is the opposite of | , }. These 7 matrices are not to be confused with 
the “ordinary” y matrices which appear in M;; from the dimensional continuation 
of the true spin operators. The ¥*, like y’, are hermitian. (The hermiticity of y' 
in the light-cone formalism follows from (7)? = 1 for each i and the fact that all 
states in the light-cone formalism have nonnegative norm, since they’re physical.) 
The choice of whether the 7’s (and also the graded y'’s) commute or anticommute 
with other operators (which could be arbitrarily changed by a Klein transformation) 
follows from the index structure as usual (bosonic for indices +, fermionic for a). 
(Thus, as usual, the ordinary y matrices 7“ commute with other operators, although 


they anticommute with each other.) 
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In order to put the OSp(1,1/2) generators in a form more similar to (3.4.2), we 
need to perform unitary transformations which eliminate the new terms in J_, and 
J+ (while not affecting Jag, although changing J_,). In general, the appropriate 


transformations J 4,’ = UJ,4pU~! to eliminate such terms are: 
In U = —(In p,)S_4 (3.5.24) 
to first eliminate the S_, term from J_,, and then 
LET = 535 Des (3.5.26) 
to do the same for J,,. The general result is 
Jig == pe Ph, Jey Sop. Jag = —t2 pp) + Mag ; 


1 — ss 
J_q = —iZ_Po + ra [-ir.4(p'pn + M? + p*pg) + Mae + kpa + on ; (3.5.3a) 
+ 


—_ 


Mog = Map + Sag ’ 
9. = (Maps + MamM) + [S_o+ S4o3(p'ps + M?)) (3.5.30) 


(3.5.3a) is the same as (3.4.2a), but with Mag and Q, replaced by M. and Ox: In 
B B 


this case the last term in O, is 
Sat Sra5(p>pe + M?) = -$40|F-+749(P’me + M7). (3.5.4) 


We can again choose k = 0. 


This algebra will be used to derive free gauge-invariant actions for fermions in 
sect. 4.5. The generalization to fermionic strings follows from the representation of 


the Poincaré algebra given in sect. 7.2. 


3.6. More dimensions 


In the previous section we saw that fermions could be treated in a way similar to 
bosons by including an OSp(1,1|2) Clifford algebra. In the case of the Dirac spinor, 
there is already an OSp(D—1,1|2) Clifford algebra (or OSp(D,1|2) in the massive 
case) obtained by adding 2+2 dimensions to the light-cone y-matrices, in terms of 
which M;; (and therefore the OSp(1,1|2) algebra) is defined. Including the addi- 
tional y-matrices makes the spinor a representation of an OSp(D,2|4) Clifford algebra 
(OSp(D+1,2|4) for massive), and is thus equivalent to adding 4+4 dimensions to the 
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original light-cone spinor instead of 2+2, ignoring the extra spacetime coordinates. 
This suggests another way of treating fermions which allows bosons to be treated 
identically, and should thus allow a straightforward generalization to supersymmetric 
theories [3.16]. 


We proceed similarly to the 2+2 case: Begin by adding 4+4 dimensions to the 
light-cone Poincaré algebra (2.3.5). Truncate the resulting IOSp(D-+1,3]4) algebra to 
ISO(D~—1,1)@IOSp(2,2|/4). IOSp(2,2|4) contains (in particular) 2 inequivalent trun- 
cations to IOSp(1,1|2), which can be described by (defining-representation direct- 
product) factorization of the OSp(2,2|4) metric into the OSp(1,1|2) metric times the 
metric of either SO(2) (U(1)) or SO(1,1) (GL(1)): 


NAB = ABN; » A= AG 


= Jap = "J 45 pb ’ gay Is ’ (3.6.1) 


where A is the generator of the U(1) or GL(1) and n,; = J or a;. These 2 OSp(1,1|2)’s 


are Wick rotations of each other. We'll treat the 2 cases separately. 


The GL(1) case corresponds to first taking the GL(2|2) (=SL(2|2)@GL(1)) sub- 
group of OSp(2,2|/4) (as SU(N)CSO(2N), or GL(1|1)COSp(1,1]2)), keeping also half 
of the inhomogeneous generators to get IGL(2|2). Then taking the OSp(1,1|2) sub- 
group of the SL(2|2) (in the same way as SO(N)CSU(N)), we get LOSp(1,1|2)@GL(1), 
which is like the Poincaré group in (1,1|2) dimensions plus dilatations. (There is also 
an SL(1|2)=OSp(1,1|2) subgroup of SL(2|2), but this turns out not to be useful.) The 
advantage of breaking down to GL(2|2) is that for this subgroup the coordinates of 
the string (sect. 8.3) can be redefined in such a way that the extra zero-modes are 
separated out in a natural way while leaving the generators local in 0. This GL(2]2) 


subgroup can be described by writing the OSp(2,2|4) metric as 


0 1] AB! 
TAB = ( ; NAB = (—1)4? np 4 ; A = (A, A’) (3.6.2a) 
Nap O 
J Tae . 2 
> Jape ( Sag acs , Jap= —(-1)*? Jara ’ (3.6.20) 
Jape Jape 


where J4:p are the GL(2|2) generators, to which we add the py: half of p4 to form 
IGL(2|2). (The metric 74, can be used to eliminate primed indices, leaving covariant 
and contravariant unprimed indices.) In this notation, the original + indices of the 


light cone are now +’ and — (whereas + and —’ are “transverse”). To reduce to 
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the IOSp(1,1|2)@GL(1) subgroup we identify primed and unprimed indices; i.e., we 


choose the subgroup which transforms them in the same way: 
Jasa=Jast+tJap , Ba=pba , A=qPA dag . (3.6.3) 


We distinguish the momenta py, and their conjugate coordinates #4, which we wish 
to eliminate, from pa = pa and their conjugates 2,4, which we’ll keep as the usual 
ones of OSp(1,1|2) (including the nonlinear p_). At this point these generators take 


the explicit form 
A = i#4p,4 —iv_p, — ix%py + Mo. + CoM arg, 


J 4a = PyEq — 1484p t+ Wrtat Mia , 


J Ae ep pe Moe +g 
Jog = —tE(aPp) — 1X(aPp) + Mag +Mag , 


; ; 1 
Ja = —1£_po te t£op— Ie Dee tapos M_t, cs —9Q,) ) 


D+ 
ees M? + 2p, p_ + 2p 
De (Pa Mapp Pa)! 3 
2p+ 
Ow = Mw" pa + M otimM + Ma p- + Maps = M upp? os M wep? , (3.6.4) 


(All the p’s are linear, being unconstrained so far.) We now use p and A to eliminate 


the extra zero-modes. We apply the constraints and corresponding gauge conditions 


1 
A=0 > &. = —(2_ppt2%pa — ¥4p_ — Ea + iM +iC°Marg) , 
P+ 


gauge pp=l |; 
Ppa=0 > p_=-30Pa , 
gauge £,=0 . (3.6.5) 


These constraints are directly analogous to (2.2.3), which were used to obtain the 
usual coordinate representation of the conformal group SO(D,2) from the usual co- 
ordinate representation (with 2 more coordinates) of the same group as a Lorentz 


group. In fact, after making a unitary transformation of the type (3.5.2b), 


U =e GPttatM yas) (3.6.6) 
the remaining unwanted coordinates 7%, completely decouple: 


EAC ig es eee ee (3.6.7a) 
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O° 


J te SIE gee: Ui ep pe 
(3.6.7) 
Sees = 2ipite + M441) 5 J 2 = 2(-ix_py + M_#4) -+- (—ix" Da + CPM ag) ; 


Jag = —1X(aPp) + (Mag+ Map), 


Yue = (—ix_Da ++ M_1q) 
+ |—tta$(pa? + M?) + (Mai*Pa + MatmM + Ma—p4—Marep®)|, 
(3:6-f¢) 


where J are the generators of the conformal group in 2 anticommuting dimensions 
((3.3.9), after switching coordinates and momenta), and J’ are the desired OSp(1,1|2) 


generators. 
To eliminate zero-modes, it’s convenient to transform these OSp(1,1|2) generators 
to the canonical form (3.4.2a). This is performed [3.7] by the redefinition 
ee 
D+ > ZP+ (3.6.84) 
followed by the unitary transformations 


- (-i {0% pal+2M_1, +C%*M arg) 
Ui = P+ ’ 


Un =e Mier” (3.6.80) 


Since p, is imaginary (though hermitian) in (2_) coordinate space, U, changes reality 


conditions accordingly (an 7 for each p,). The generators are then 


Jia =Wopy , J-~=—te_py , Jap = —12(aPp) a Mag ’ 


; 1 aes S 
Jo = —1£@_Pa + 7 [ita 3 (Pa + M? + p’pg) + Map + 6.| (3.6.9a) 
+ 


—_ 


Mog = Mop + Mag ’ 
Ow = Mita — 4M te + (MPa + MatmM) + Maqr(por + M?) (3.6.90) 
For the U(1) case the derivation is a little more straightforward. It corresponds 


to first taking the U(1,1]1,1) (=SU(1,1|1,1)@ U(1)) subgroup of OSp(2,2|4). From 
(3.6.1), instead of (3.6.2a,3) we now have 


naB O 
nas =( , Nap=Nap , A=(A,A) , 
0 1) A'B’ 
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Jap=JantJap , Ba=pa , A=nPAtap . (3.6.10) 

The original light-cone + are now still + (no primes), so the unwanted zero-modes 
can be eliminated by the constraints and gauge choices 

pba=0 - gauge &4=0 . (3.6.11) 


Alternatively, we could include j,4 among the generators, using IOSp(1,1|2) as the 
group (as for the usual closed string: see sects. 7.1, 11.1). (The same result can be 
obtained by replacing (3.6.11) with the constraints A = 0 and 4D sad ni ~ PIAPB) = 
0.) The OSp(1,1|2) generators are now 


Jia =iWopp t+ Mya , J-+=—it_pp+Miy , 
Jag = —tX£(aps) + Mog t+ Marg , 
1 
5 Ma®Pat MamM + Malpas) +M—a/ 
+ 
(3.6.12a) 


or, in other words (symbols), these OSp(1,1|2) generators are just the usual ones plus 


1 
Jig = it pe=1to— (p+ M74 p’ pa) | 
2p+ 


the spin of a second OSp(1,1|2), with the same representation as the spin of the first 
OSp(1,1|2): 
Jap=Japt+Map . (3.6.12b) 


(However, for the string M.,,M will contain oscillators from both sets of 2+2 dimen- 
sions, so these sets of oscillators won’t decouple, even though J4g commutes with 
Map.) To simplify the form of J_, and J_,, we make the consecutive unitary 


transformations (3.5.2): 
aA 1. eee, (3.6.13) 
after which the generators again take the canonical form: 
Jeqq =t@yp, , J-~=—t@_py , Jag = —1% (Pg) + Mop ‘ 
J_q = —it_po + |—ite3(pa” + M? + p%pe) + Ma®pp+ Ga] ; — (3.6.14a) 
Mop = Mop+ Mager, 
Oa = Mig + (Ma ?py + MamM) + Marah (pa? + M?) . (3.6.140) 


Because of U,, formerly real fields now satisfy dt = (—1)“-'+'¢. 


Examples and actions of this 4+4-extended OSp(1,1|2) will be considered in sect. 
4.1, its application to supersymmetry in sect. 5.5, and its application to strings in 
sect. 8.3. 
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Exercises 


(1) Derive the time derivative of (3.1.6) from (3.1.7). 


(2) Derive (3.1.12). Compare with the usual derivation of the Noether current in 
field theory. 


3) Derive (3.1.15,17). 
4) Show that Q of (3.2.6a) is nilpotent. Show this directly for (3.2.8). 


(3) 
(4) 
(5) Derive (3.3.1b). 
(6) Use (3.3.6) to rederive (3.2.6a,12a). 
(7) 


7) Use (3.3.2,7) to derive the OSp(1,1]2) algebra for Yang-Mills in terms of the 
explicit independent fields (in analogy to (3.2.8)). 


(8) Perform the transformation (3.4.3a) to obtain (3.4.3b). Choose the Dirac spinor 
representation of the spin operators (in terms of y-matrices). Compare with 
(3.2.6), and identify the field equations G and ghosts C. 


(9) Check that the algebra of Q, and Mag closes for (3.5.3), (3.6.9), and (3.6.14), 
and compare with (3.4.2). 


52 4. GENERAL GAUGE THEORIES 


4. GENERAL GAUGE THEORIES 


4.1. OSp(1,1|2) 


In this chapter we will use the results of sects. 3.4-6 to derive free gauge-invariant 
actions for arbitrary field theories, and discuss some preliminary results for the ex- 


tension to interacting theories. 


The (free) gauge covariant theory for arbitrary representations of the Poincaré 
group (except perhaps for those satisfying self-duality conditions) can be constructed 
from the BRST1 OSp(1,1|2) generators [2.3]. For the fields described in sect. 3.4 
which are representations of OSp(D,2|2), consider the gauge invariance generated by 


OSp(1,1]2) and the obvious (but unusual) corresponding gauge-invariant action: 
66 =1774Ayp 3 S= / Px dx totp,5(Jan)® , (4.1.1) 


where Jp for A = (+, —,a) (graded antisymmetric in its indices) are the generators 
of OSp(1,1|2), and we have set k = 0, so that the p, factor is the Hilbert space 
metric. In particular, the J_, and J;,. transformations allow all dependence on the 


unphysical coordinates to be gauged away: 
6® = —ix_psA_4 + 1 Dei (4.1.2) 


implies that only the part of ® at x_ = x = O can be gauge invariant. A more 


explicit form of 6(J 4g) is given by 


p+0(Jaz) = p+0(Jas*)id(J-+)0°(J+a)5°(J-a) 
SOR )O yO Migs pa Ion” 2 (4.1.3) 


where we have used 


PST a NAOT Ia 20, SS (J) = ide.) . (4.1.4) 


4.1. OSp(1,1|2) 53 


since p, # 0 in light-cone formalisms. The gauge invariance of the kinetic operator 
follows from the fact that the 6-functions can be reordered fairly freely: 6(Jag”) 


(which is really a Kronecker 6) commutes with all the others, while 


O(Janta)e Vag) =O Oa OJ aePet2) Ses) CO ae.) = 0 |, 


CeO a (CFI Taal) (4.1.5) 


where the J_, and J“ each can be freely moved to either side of the [J_a, Jy,]. 
After integration of the action over the trivial coordinate dependence on x_ and 2g, 
(4.1.1) reduces to (using (3.4.2,4.1.3)) 


S = f dPxa $6t6(Mag?)(O-M?+Q")6 56 = iF QAA+}MagA% , (4.1.6) 


where ¢ now depends only on the usual spacetime coordinates x,, and for irreducible 
Poincaré representations @ has indices which are the result of starting with an irre- 
ducible representation of OSp(D—1,1|2) in the massless case, or OSp(D,1|2) in the 
massive case, and then truncating to the Sp(2) singlets. (This type of action was first 
proposed for the string [4.1,2].) A® is the remaining part of the J_, transformations 
after using up the transformations of (4.1.2) (and absorbing a 1/0,), and contains 
the usual component gauge transformations, while A°? just gauges away the Sp(2) 
nonsinglets. We have thus derived a general gauge-covariant action by adding 2+2 
dimensions to the light-cone theory. In sect. 4.4 we'll show that gauge-fixing to the 
light cone gives back the original light-cone theory, proving the consistency of this 
method. 


In the BRST formalism the field contains not only physical polarizations, but 
also auxiliary fields (nonpropagating fields needed to make the action local, such as 
the trace of the metric tensor for the graviton), ghosts (including antighosts, ghosts 
of ghosts, etc.), and Stueckelberg fields (gauge degrees of freedom, such as the gauge 
part of Higgs fields, which allow more renormalizable and less singular formalisms for 
massive fields). All of these but the ghosts appear in the gauge-invariant action. For 


example, for a massless vector we start with A; = (Aq, Aj), which appears in the field 


@ as 
lv=f\A , Cant. (4.1.7) 
Reducing to Sp(2) singlets, we can truncate to just A,. Using the relations 
M4 * = a = Me :) = hi ) Me * = —Co# (4.1.8) 
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where |) is graded antisymmetrization, we find 


3M”M,°|* 


BD of (4.1.9) 


and thus the lagrangian 
£ = 3(9|6(Maa?)[A — (Ma’dr)*I|¢) = 34°(G Aa — a0? As) (4.1.10) 
Similarly, for the gauge transformation 
JA) = 


As a result of the 6(M gg”) acting on Q,A°%, the only part of A which survives is 


Ae > bAy= (a 


M'd,|A*) = Zaha - (4.1.11) 


the part which is an overall singlet in the matrix indices and explicit a index: in 
this case, A;* = 6;°A\ — 6A, = —O,X. Note that the ¢Q?¢ term can be written as 
a (Q¢)? term: This corresponds to subtracting out a “gauge-fixing” term from the 
“vauge-fixed” lagrangian ¢(O — M?)d. (See the discussion of gauge fixing in sect. 
4.4.) 


For a massless antisymmetric tensor we start with Ajj) = (Aja), Avis A(op)) ap- 


pearing as 
t)=-2)%),4e > [P)Q= io ) @ |) (4.1.12) 
(and similarly for |A°)), and truncate to just Ajqj). Then, from (4.1.8), 
parartP)P) = 480 (8) +o) 
= gs .) ») + nt a °)) +7 daybed a (4.1.13) 


and we have 


£L=7A%(O Ag+ O°OjaAne) » SAa = ZOfaAya* - (4.1.14) 


For a massless traceless symmetric tensor we start with hg = (hia), hav, hjag}) 


satisfying h'; = h*, + h%, = 0, appearing as 


vy Le erancye 
—l 7 W\ (\ 3] 
ea he A eS F ee (4.1.15) 
and truncate to (hia), hjag}), where hjag, = 3C apn” has); leaving just an uncon- 


strained symmetric tensor. Then, using (4.1.13), as well as 


parent) =3e19)9) APB) (48 
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and using the condition h°, = —h%,, we find 
L= Fh™O hey — Gh O Ocha’ + 4h°.0,0,n” —th°,Oh, , 
Shar = —Z0aAdvja* (4.1.17) 
This is the linearized Einstein-Hilbert action for gravity. 


The massive cases can be obtained by the dimensional reduction technique, as 
in (2.2.9), since that’s how it was done for this entire procedure, from the light-cone 
Poincaré algebra down to (4.1.6). (For the string, the OSp generators are represented 
in terms of harmonic oscillators, and M,,,M is cubic in those oscillators instead of 
quadratic, so the oscillator expressions for the generators don’t follow from dimen- 
sional reduction, and (4.1.6) must be used directly with the My,,M terms.) Techni- 
cally, Pm =m makes sense only for complex fields. However, at least for free theories, 
the resulting 2’s that appear in the pgpm crossterms can be removed by appropriate 
redefinitions for the complex fields, after which they can be chosen real. (See the dis- 
cussion below (2.2.10).) For example, for the massive vector we replace Am, — iAm 
(and then take A,, real) to obtain 


ee 


The lagrangian and invariance then become 


*)Aa + thn)Am + |)40  (9|= As 


~iAm(m|+A%(o] . (4.1.18) 


L = zAt(O — m)Ag = 0,0° A + zA,O Ay a0 MAO" Ag 
= ae = 3(mA,q + OaAm)? ’ 


0Ag=—OnrX , bAm=mr . (4.1.19) 
This gives a Stueckelberg formalism for a massive vector. 


Other examples reproduce all the special cases of higher-spin fields proposed ear- 
lier [4.3] (as well as cases that hadn’t been obtained previously). For example, for 
totally symmetric tensors, the usual “double-tracelessness” condition is automatic: 
Starting from the light cone with a totally symmetric and traceless tensor (in trans- 
verse indices), extending 7 — (a,q@) and restricting to Sp(2) singlets, directly gives a 
totally symmetric and traceless tensor (in D-dimensional indices) of the same rank, 
and one of rank 2 lower (but no lower than that, due to the total antisymmetry in 
the Sp(2) indices). 


The most important feature of the BRST method of deriving gauge-invariant 


actions from light-cone (unitary) representations of the Poincaré group is that it 
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automatically includes exactly the right number of auxiliary fields to make the action 
local. In the case of Yang-Mills, the auxiliary field (A_) was obvious, since it results 
directly from adding just 2 commuting dimensions (and not 2 anticommuting) to the 
light cone, i.e., from making D — 2-dimensional indices D-dimensional. Furthermore, 
the necessity of this field for locality doesn’t occur until interactions are included 
(see sect. 2.1). A less trivial example is the graviton: Naively, a traceless symmetric 
D-dimensional tensor would be enough, since this would automatically include the 
analog of A_. However, the BRST method automatically includes the trace of this 
tensor. In general, the extra auxiliary fields with anticommuting “ghost-valued” 
Lorentz indices are necessary for gauge-covariant, local formulations of field theories 
[4.4,5]. In order to study this phenomenon in more detail, and because the discussion 
will be useful later in the 2D case for strings, we now give a brief discussion of general 


relativity. 


General relativity is the gauge theory of the Poincaré group. Since local trans- 
lations (i.e., general coordinate transformations) include the orbital part of Lorentz 
transformations (as translation by an amount linear in x), we choose as the group 
generators O,, and the Lorentz spin M,,. Treating M,, as second-quantized opera- 
tors, we indicate how they act by writing explicit “spin” vector indices a,b,... (or 
spinor indices) on the fields, while using m,n,... for “orbital” vector indices on which 
Mw doesn’t act, as on O,,. (The action of the second-quantized M ,y follows from that 
of the first-quantized: E.g., from (4.1.8), (2.2.5), and the fact that (M7)! = —M%, 
we have MqyAc = —‘cfaAv.) The spin indices (but not the orbital ones) can be con- 
tracted with the usual constant tensors of the Lorentz group (the Lorentz metric and 


y matrices). The (antihermitian) generators of gauge transformations are thus 
A= X™(z)Om + EA” (Z)M oa, (4.1.20) 
and the covariant derivatives are 
Va =a" Om + 3Wa Meo , (4.1.21) 


where we have absorbed the usual derivative term, since derivatives are themselves 
generators, and to make the covariant derivative transform covariantly under the 
gauge transformations 

Vise Vie 2 (4.1.22) 
Covariant field strengths are defined, as usual, by commutators of covariant deriva- 
tives, 


[Va, Vo] = Tas°Vet+ 3 Rar“ Mac, (4.1.23) 
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since that automatically makes them transform covariantly (i-e., by a similarity trans- 
formation, as in (4.1.22)), as a consequence of the transformation law (4.1.22) of the 


covariant derivatives themselves. Without loss of generality, we can choose 
oes re (4.1.24) 


since this just determines w,,° in terms of e,”, and any other w can always be written 
as this w plus a tensor that is a function of just T. (The theory could then always be 
rewritten in terms of the 7 = 0 V and T itself, making T an arbitrary extra tensor 


with no special geometric significance.) To solve this constraint we first define 
€a = Cy Oni ’ 


leaxCel| Oxy. < (4.1.25) 


Cab’ can then be expressed in terms of e,’", the matrix inverse e€,,°, 
ee, = bP 4 Be =o s (4.1.26) 
and their derivatives. The solution to (4.1.24) is then 


Wabe = 3 (Chea — Calbe}) : (4.1.27) 


The usual global Lorentz transformations, which include orbital and spin pieces 


together in a specific way, are a symmetry of the vacuum, defined by 
(Ve) = KO OS egy Sid” (4.1.28) 


k is an arbitrary constant, which we can choose to be a unit of length, so that 
V is dimensionless. (In D = 4 it’s just the usual gravitational coupling constant, 
proportional to the square root of Newton’s gravitational constant.) As a result of 
general coordinate invariance, any covariant object (i.e., a covariant derivative or 
tensor with only spin indices uncontracted) will then also be dimensionless. The 
subgroup of the original gauge group which leaves the vacuum (4.1.28) invariant 
is just the usual (global) Poincaré group, which treats orbital and spin indices in 
the same way. We can also treat these indices in a similar way with respect to 
the full gauge group by using the “vielbein” e,” and its inverse to convert between 
spin and orbital indices. In particular, the orbital indices on all fields except the 
vielbein itself can be converted into spin ones. Also, since integration measures are 


antisymmetric, converting dz” into Q% = dze,,“ converts d?x into QO? = dx e}, 
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where e = det(e,”). On such covariant fields, V always acts covariantly. On the 
other hand, in the absence of spinors, all indices can be converted into orbital ones. 
In particular, instead of the vielbein we could work with the metric tensor and its 


inverse: 


mn 


Imn = Nabemien? » J = neg en” . (4.1.29) 


Then, instead of V, we would need a covariant derivative which knows how to treat 


uncontracted orbital indices covariantly. 


The action for gravity can be written as 
= -3 [ae CR oh = ohe (4.1.30) 
This can be rewritten in terms of Cape as 
e (R= =O; (ee 6," 5) pert [—3(c%s)? + ae Cate — 1C"°Chea| (4.1.31) 


using 
e lef, = (OPA (mer alien + ete te ; (4.1.32) 


Expanding about the vacuum, 
ESR Rae 5 (4.1.33) 


where we can choose e“” (and thus h?") to be symmetric by the \,, transformation, 
the linearized action is just (4.1.17). As an alternative form for the action, we can 


consider making the field redefinition 
Cy Gree : (4.1.34) 
which introduces the new gauge invariance of (Weyl) local scale transformations 
ml 


BM ae . Gg Saer iee. | (4.1.35) 


(The gauge choice ¢ = constant returns the original fields.) Under the field redefini- 
tion (4.1.34), the action (4.1.30) becomes 


Shas i dee (22-1(V.4)? RG]. (4.1.36) 


We have actually started from (4.1.30) without the total-derivative term of (4.1.31), 
which is then a function of just e,” and its first derivatives, and thus correct even at 


boundaries. (We also dropped a total-derivative term —O,,(3¢7e7'e*cq"s) in (4.1.36), 
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which will be irrelevant for the following discussion.) If we eliminate @ by its field 


equation, but keep surface terms, this becomes 
ca / dP x o! 2B=1Y . (6V¢) 
= pare e Dat 
= [ axe BaD [(9)? + 2(0)(6— (6)) + (@— (@))"]— (4.1.87) 


We can solve the ¢ field equation as 
1 
= 
(We can choose (¢) = 1, or take the « out of (4.1.28) and introduce it instead through 
(¢) = «--*)/? by a global ¢ transformation.) Assuming ¢ falls off to (¢) fast enough 


at oo, the last term in (4.1.37) can be dropped, and, using (4.1.38), the action becomes 
[4.6] 


= 1 


Since this action has the invariance (4.1.35), we can gauge away the trace of h or, 
equivalently, gauge the determinant of e,™ to 1. In fact, the same action results from 


(4.1.30) if we eliminate this determinant by its equation of motion. 


Thus, we see that, although gauge-covariant, Lorentz-covariant formulations are 
possible without the extra auxiliary fields, they are nonlocal. Furthermore, the non- 
localities become more complicated when coupling to nonconformal matter (such as 
massive fields), in a way reminiscent of Coulomb terms or the nonlocalities in light- 
cone gauges. Thus, the construction of actions in such a formalism is not straightfor- 
ward, and requires the use of Wey] invariance in a way analogous to the use of Lorentz 
invariance in light-cone gauges. Another alternative is to eliminate the trace of the 
metric from the Einstein action by a coordinate choice, but the remaining constrained 


(volume-preserving) coordinate invariance causes difficulties in quantization [4.7]. 


We have also seen that some properties of gravity (the ones relating to conformal 
transformations) become more transparent when the scale compensator @ is intro- 
duced. (This is particularly true for supergravity.) Introducing such fields into the 
OSp formalism requires introducing new degrees of freedom, to make the representa- 
tion larger (at least in terms of gauge degrees of freedom). Although such invariances 
are hard to recognize at the free level, the extensions of sect. 3.6 show signs of per- 


forming such generalizations. However, while the U(1)-type extension can be applied 
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to arbitrary Poincaré representations, the GL(1)-type has difficulty with fermions. 
We'll first discuss this difficulty, then show how the 2 types differ for bosons even for 


the vector, and finally look again at gravity. 


The U(1) case of spin 1/2 reproduces the algebra of sect. 3.5, since M4/p of 
(3.6.12b) is exactly the extra term of (3.5.1): 


_ 1 
Miy= 3% 7 


=izopy—o , (4.1.40) 
where ¥i; = 5[7i, y;}, and we have used 
0 = By $97 Vyap + ata) = (a)? +4 a HM. (4141) 


(We could equally well have chosen the other sign. This choice, with our conven- 
tions, corresponds to harmonic-oscillator boundary conditions: See sect. 4.5.) After 
eliminating y./@ by gauge choice or, equivalently, by absorbing it into y_/¢ by field re- 
definition, this becomes just py. However, in the GL(1) case, the analog to (4.1.41) 


1S 
0= BYE + 7 PN (Lr V8} + {Ia Veh) = ra"); 
We +7 a= 4, (4.1.42) 


and to (4.1.40) is 
D+ O = —p? + 81 Ya!) ¥—(B — 1427) + 8 Ye) (B— Y4R?)y—«— (4.1.48) 


Unfortunately, ¢ and ¢ must have opposite boundary conditions 7°yq = 0 or y¥"Ya = 
O in order to contribute in the presence of 6 (M a6), as is evidenced by the asymmetric 
form of (4.1.43) for either choice. Consequently, the parts of @ and @ that survive 
are not hermitian conjugates of each other, and the action is not unitary. (Properly 
speaking, if we choose consistent boundary conditions for both ¢ and ¢, the action 
vanishes.) Thus, the GL(1)-type OSp(1,1|2) is unsuitable for spinors unless further 
modified. In any case, such a modification would not treat bosons and fermions 
symmetrically, which is necessary for treating supersymmetry. (Fermions in the usual 


OSp formalism will be discussed in more detail in sect. 4.5.) 
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For the case of spin 1 (generalizing the light-cone Hilbert space, as in (4.1.7-8)), 


we expand 


PH) Apter | \An awa A. 4. Gra AC) SiAsts| aA) 3. 4.44) 


for the GL(1) case, and the same for U(1) with |.) — |,-) (Sp(2)-spinor fields again 
drop out of the full ¢). We find for GL(1) [8.7] 


L=-}F 4? —}(A_+0-AP =-4F yy? — 4A? , (4.1.45a) 
where F'g4 = OjaAs), and for U(1) 
L=—-4F yu? + 3(A_+ 50 Ay)? = FF? + 3A? (41.456) 


In both cases A, can be gauged away, and A_ is auxiliary. However, the sign for 
U(1)-type OSp(1,1]2) is the same as for auxiliary fields in supersymmetry (for off-shell 
irreducible multiplets), whereas the sign for GL(1) is opposite. The sign difference 
is not surprising, considering the U(1) and GL(1) types are Wick rotations of each 
other: This auxiliary-field term, together with the auxiliary component of A, (the 
light-cone A_), appear with the metric 7,; of (3.6.1), and thus with the same sign 
for SO(2) (U(1)). In fact, (4.1.45b) is just the part of the 4D N=1 super-Yang-Mills 
lagrangian for fields which are R-symmetry invariant: A_ can be identified with the 
usual auxiliary field, and A, with the 6 = 0 component of the superfield. Similarly, 
y4@ for spin 1/2 can be identified with the linear-in-0 part of this superfield. This 
close analogy strongly suggests that the nonminimal fields of this formalism may 
be necessary for treating supersymmetry. Note also that for GL(1) the auxiliary 
automatically mixes with the spin-1 “gauge-fixing” function, like a Nakanishi-Lautrup 
field, while for U(1) there is a kind of “parity” symmetry of the OSp(1,1|2) generators, 
|4’) — —|a’), which prevents such mixing, and can be included in the usual parity 


transformations to strengthen the identification with supersymmetry. 


For spin 2, for U(1) we define 


a) en) +e Le) Le) 


ie 


ae pg (EA) Sy a 


1 a 1 fla a’ nl 
Host) )+e4(Yle)+ fb) +e 2gI le) at 


subject to the tracelessness condition (h’; = 0) 


shag tyr —-y-y"=0 , (4.1.460) 
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and find the lagrangian 
ie th? (pha = 2DaP hep + 2DPapyh«e 7 Nabp hc) 


+ £(Ag_ — dp? Agi + pap’ An. — iV 2p,y')? 


1 
+ (pr — 9" )(V2p__ + p?yy_ — 2p" + aa? e+ + p’h?, — pp hye) 
= “R°+4A, 74+ 726, ¢ . (4.1.47) 


The second term is the square of an auxiliary “axial” vector (which again appears 
with sign opposite to that in GL(1) [3.7]), which resembles the axial vector auxiliary 
field of supergravity (including terms which can be absorbed, as for spin 1). In the 
last term, the redefinition p__ — ¢__ involves the (linearized) Ricci scalar. Although 
it’s difficult to tell from the free theory, it may also be possible to identify some of 
the gauge degrees of freedom with conformal compensators: y’ with the compensator 
for local R-symmetry, and y,_ (or y or y”; one is eliminated by the tracelessness 


condition and one is auxiliary) with the local scale compensator. 


A simple expression for interacting actions in terms of just the OSp(1,1|2) group 
generators has not yet been found. (However, this is not the case for IGL(1): See the 
following section.) The usual gauge-invariant interacting field equations can be de- 
rived by imposing Jag¢ = J_.¢ = 0, which are required in a (anti)BRST formalism, 
and finding the equations satisfied by the x_ = x, = 0 sector. However, this requires 
use of the other sectors as auxiliary fields, whereas in the approach described here 


they would be gauge degrees of freedom. 
These results for gauge-invariant actions from OSp(1,1|2) will be applied to the 


special case of the string in chapt. 11. 


4.2. IGL(1) 


We now derive the corresponding gauge-invariant action in the IGL(1) formalism 
and compare with the OSp(1,1|2) results. We begin with the form of the generators 
(3.4.3b) obtained from the transformation (3.4.3a). For the IGL(1) formalism we can 


then drop the zero-modes x_ and ¢, and the action and invariance then are (using 


cS. / dPrde o iQ6(P)& , 56=-iQA+ PA . (4.2.1) 


This is the IGL(1) analog of (4.1.1). (This action also was first proposed for the 
string [4.8,9].) The 6(J°) kills the sign factor in (3.4.4). However, even though some 
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unphysical coordinates have been eliminated, the field is still a representation of the 
spin group OSp(D-1,1|2) (or OSp(D,1]2)), and thus there is still a “hidden” Sp(2) 
symmetry broken by this action (but only by auxiliary fields: see below). 


To obtain the analog of (4.1.6), we first expand the field in the single ghost 
zero-mode c: 


DB=d+icy . (4.2.2) 


@ is the field of the OSp(1,1|2) formalism after elimination of all its gauge zero- 
modes, and w is an auxiliary field (identified with the Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary 
fields in the gauge-fixed formalism [4.4,5]). If we expand the action (4.2.1) in c, using 
(3.4.3b), and the reality condition on the field to combine crossterms, we obtain, with 


Q* = (QT, Q>), 


£ 


= i de bHQS5(F?)® 
1o'(O — M?)d(M*)¢ — ot M*6(M® + 1) + 20tQt5(M3)p. (4.2.3) 


As an example of this action, we again consider a massless vector. In analogy to 
(4.1.7), 
o= 


Vditicl ab . (4.2.4a) 
After the 6(J°) projection, the only surviving fields are 


= 


*Ag+ic|)B , (4.2.4) 


where B is the auxiliary field. Then, using the relations (from (4.1.8)) 


ape . an)esf) 
up)=arf}=0 , wtf) =apy) 
Mte . = ni? i . Mtr ‘- = Mte =) =a . ; (4.2.5) 


we find the lagrangian and invariance 
L=tAO A, -2B7+2B0°A, ; 


6Ag=O0, , 6B=40 ; (4.2.6) 


which yields the usual result after elimination of B by its equation of motion. This 
is the same lagrangian, including signs and auxiliary-field redefinitions, as for the 
GL(1)-type 4+4-extended OSp(1,1]2), (4.1.45a). 
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Any IGL(1) action can be obtained from a corresponding OSp(1,1|2) action, and 


vice versa [3.13]. Eliminating ~ from (4.2.3) by its equation of motion, 


= 0S ty + 3 = ae 3 
aa: M*5(M? + 1)b — QO*6(M")¢ 
— £=35¢'(0 — M*-20*Mt'9')6(M*)¢ , (4.2.7) 


the OSp(1,1|2) action (4.1.6) is obtained: 


(O _ M2 — 20+ M*—!Q1+) [5(M*) = 5(Mag*)| 


oO =M*=390' Mm 1Ot)M* Mt 15(M?) 


= ((G - M?)Mt - 20*M*-'M*Q*| Mt+-16(M®) 


( 
| 

=( —~ M?\M — 209*?| M+ 15(M3) 
0 


+ £ =i4¢t(0 — M?-20+Mt1Q*)6(Mag?)d 
= 4¢t( — M?+Q,7)6(Mog?)o (4.2.8) 


We have also used Qt? = (OU — M?)M?, which follows from the OSp commutation 
relations, or from Q? = 0. M*~ is an Sp(2) lowering operator normalized so that 
it is the inverse of the raising operator M+, except that it vanishes on states where 
M®? takes its minimum value [4.1]. It isn’t an inverse in the strict sense, since Mt 


vanishes on certain states, but it’s sufficient for it to satisfy 


M*+Mt'M*+=M?* . (4.2.9) 


We can obtain an explicit expression for M+! using familiar properties of SO(3) 
(SU(2)). The Sp(2) operators are related to the conventionally normalized SO(3) 
operators by (M?, M+) = 2(T?,T*). However, these are really SO(2,1) operators, 


and so have unusual hermiticity conditions: T* and T~ are each hermitian, while T? 


is antihermitian. Since for any SU(2) algebra T' the commutation relations 


Cea! be = Aaa a en 0 (4.2.10) 


imply 


T=(PyP tT T}=T(T+1) 3 TT* = (T#FT)\(T4AT?+1) , (4.2.11) 
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we can write 
1 1 —d-s 
en ee a AD AD 
T-Tt (T —T3)(T + T3 +41) ( ) 


We can then verify (4.2.9), as well as the identities 


1 Sire SiS aoe Ga 
Tt T+ =1-6pp , THT =1-6p3_7 . (4.2.13) 


Conversely, the IGL(1) action can be obtained by partial gauge-fixing of the 
OSp(1,1|2) action, by writing £ of (4.2.3) as L’ of (4.2.7) plus a pure BRST variation. 


Using the covariantly second-quantized BRST operator of sect. 3.4, we can write 
L=L'+(Q,-o'MtQ,5(M*) dle] (4.2.14) 
Alternatively, we can use functional notation, defining the operator 
} 
Q= — | dede (QO) . (4.2.15) 


In terms of J,% = (R, R), the extra terms fix the invariance generated by R, which 
had allowed c to be gauged away. This also breaks the Sp(2) down to GL(1), and 
breaks the antiBRST invariance. Another way to understand this is by reformulating 
the IGL(1) in terms of a field which has all the zero-modes of the OSp(1,1|2) field ®. 


Consider the action 
es i: Prdxdx_ ot p,5(J?)id(J_.)6(R)6(Q) ® . (4.2.16) 


The gauge invariance is now given by the 4 generators appearing as arguments of the 6 
functions, and is reduced from the OSp(1,1|2) case by the elimination of the generators 
(J+, R, Q). This algebra is the algebra GL(1|1) of N = 2 supersymmetric quantum 


mechanics (also appearing in the IGL(1) formalism for the closed string [4.10]: see 


sect. 8.2): The 2 fermionic generators are the “supersymmetries,” J? + J_, is the 
O(2) generator which scales them, and J? — J_, is the “momentum.” If the gauge 
coordinates x_ and ¢ are integrated out, the action (4.2.1) is obtained, as can be seen 
with the aid of (3.4.3). 


In contrast to the light cone, where the hamiltonian operator H (= —p_) is 
essentially the action ((2.4.4)), we find that with the new covariant, second-quantized 


bracket of (3.4.7) the covariant action is the BRST operator: Because the action 
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(2.4.8) of a generator (2.4.7) on © is equivalent to the generator’s functional derivative 


(because of (3.4.7)), the gauge-invariant action now thought of as an operator satisfies 
[$, 01], =4— . (4.2.17) 


Furthermore, since the gauge-covariant equations of motion of the theory are given 


by the BRST transformations generated by the operator Q, one has 


OD. ae ‘ 
56 > —2i[Q, ®"]. (4.2.18) 
> S=-iQ . (4.2.19) 


(Strictly speaking, S and Q may differ by an irrelevant ®-independent term.) This 
statement can be applied to any formalism with field equations that follow from the 
BRST operator, independent of whether it originates from the light-cone, and it holds 
in interacting theories as well as free ones. In particular, for the case of interacting 
Yang-Mills, the action follows directly from (3.4.18). After restricting the fields to 
J® = 0, this gives the interacting generalization of the example of (4.2.6). The action 
can also be written as S = —27 [d® Q®, where [d® 6” = aes f OT”, 


This operator formalism is also useful for deriving the gauge invariances of the 
interacting theory, in either the IGL(1) or OSp(1,1|2) formalisms (although the cor- 
responding interacting action is known in this form only for IGL(1), (4.2.19).) Just 
as the global BRST invariances can be written as a unitary transformation (in the 
notation of (3.4.17)) 


U=e" | G=ceO , €=constant , (4.2.20) 


where O is any IGL(1) (or OSp(1,1|2)) operator (in covariant second-quantized form), 


the gauge transformations can be written similarly but with 
G=|FOle -3 (4.2.21) 


where f is linear in ® (f = f A®) for the usual gauge transformation (and f’s higher- 
order in ® may give field-dependent gauge transformations). Thus, ®’ = U®U~!, 
and g(®)' = Ug(®)U~' for any functional g of ®. In the free case, this reproduces 
(4.1.1,4.2.1). 


This relation between OSp(1,1|2) and IGL(1) formalisms is important for relating 


different first-quantizations of the string, as will be discussed in sect. 8.2. 
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4.3. Extra modes 


As discussed in sect. 3.2, extra sets of unphysical modes can be added to BRST 
formalisms, such as those which Lorentz gauges have with respect to temporal gauges, 
or those in the 4+4-extended formalisms of sect. 3.6. We now prove the equivalence 
of the OSp(1,1|2) actions of formulations with and without such modes [3.13]. Given 
that IGL(1) actions and equations of motion can be reduced to OSp forms, it’s suf- 
ficient to show the equivalence of the IGL actions with and without extra modes. 
The BRST and ghost-number operators with extra modes, after the redefinition of 
(3.3.6), differ from those without by the addition of abelian terms. We’ll prove that 
the addition of these terms changes the IGL action (4.2.1) only by adding auxiliary 
and gauge degrees of freedom. To prove this, we consider adding such terms 2 sets of 
modes at a time (an even number of additional ghost modes is required to maintain 


the fermionic statistics of the integration measure): 
Q=Qo+(b'f—f'b) , 


[b, g"] = lg, b'] = {c, f"} -_ {f, cl} Sh %y (4.3.1) 


in terms of the “old” BRST operator Qo and the 2 new sets of modes b, g, c, 
and f, and their hermitian conjugates. We also assume boundary conditions in the 
new coordinates implied by the harmonic-oscillator notation. (Otherwise, additional 
unphysical fields appear, and the new action isn’t equivalent to the original one: see 


below.) By an explicit expansion of the new field over all the new oscillators, 


b= 2 (Amn + iBmne! + iCmnf! + mafic!) ——(b') (g")"|0) , (4.3.2) 


we find 


®IQG = (A1Q)A + 2B'QoC — D1QoD) + 2B'(b'D — ibA) 


m,n=0 
1 


Ym+i1 


(The ground state in (4.3.2) and the matrix elements evaluated in (4.3.3) are with 
respect to only the new oscillators.) We can therefore shift Aj, by a QoCmn—1 term 
to cancel the B'QoC term (using Qo? = 0), and then Binn by a QoDmn—1 term to 
cancel the D'QoD term. We can then shift Aj, by Dm—1n—1 to cancel the BTD 
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term, leaving only the A'Q)A and B'A terms. (These redefinitions are equivalent to 
the gauge choices C = D = 0 using the usual invariance 6® = QA.) Finally, we can 
eliminate the Lagrange multipliers B by their equations of motion, which eliminate 
all of A except A,,9, and from the form of the remaining A'Q,)A term we find that 
all the remaining components of A except Apo drop out (i.e., are pure gauge). This 
leaves only the term A'g9Q Ago. Thus, all the components except the ground state 
with respect to the new oscillators can be eliminated as auxiliary or gauge degrees of 
freedom. The net result is that all the new oscillators are eliminated from the fields 
and operators in the action (4.2.1), with Q thus replaced by Qo (and similarly for J*). 
(A similar analysis can be performed directly on the equations of motion Q® = 0, 
giving this general result for the cohomology of Q even in cases when the action is not 
given by (4.2.1).) This elimination of new modes required that the creation operators 
in (4.3.3) be left-invertible: 

1 1 


—— a —- N>0O 


t-1pt =] = = 
oe =< ree he N+1 ‘ 


(4.3.4) 


implying that all states must be expressible as creation operators acting on a ground 
state, as in (4.3.2) (the usual boundary conditions on harmonic oscillator wave func- 
tions, except that here b and g correspond to a space of indefinite metric). This 
proves the equivalence of the IGL(1) actions, and thus, by the previous argument, 
also the OSp(1,1|2) actions, with and without extra modes, and that the extra modes 


simply introduce more gauge and auxiliary degrees of freedom. 


Such extra modes, although redundant in free theories, may be useful in formulat- 
ing larger gauge invariances which simplify the form of interacting theories (as, e.g., 
in nonlinear 0 models). The use in string theories of such extra modes corresponding 


to the world-sheet metric will be discussed in sect. 8.3. 


4.4. Gauge fixing 


We now consider gauge fixing of these gauge-invariant actions using the BRST 
algebra from the light cone, and relate this method to the standard second-quantized 
BRST methods described in sects. 3.1-3 [4.1]. We will find that the first-quantized 
BRST transformations of the fields in the usual gauge-fixed action are identical to the 
second-quantized BRST transformations, but the first-quantized BRST formalism has 
a larger set of fields, some of which drop out of the usual gauge-fixed action. (E.g., see 
(3.4.19). However, gauges exist where these fields also appear.) Even in the IGL(1) 
formalism, although all the “propagating” fields appear, only a subset of the BRST 
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“auxiliary” fields appear, since the two sets are equal in number in the first-quantized 
IGL(1) but the BRST auxiliaries are fewer in the usual second-quantized formalism. 
We will also consider gauge fixing to the light-cone gauge, and reobtain the original 


light-cone theories to which 2+2 dimensions were added. 


For covariant gauge fixing we will work primarily within the IGL(1) formalism, 
but similar methods apply to OSp(1,1|2). Since the entire “hamiltonian” O — M? 
vanishes under the constraint Q = 0 (acting on the field), the free gauge-fixed action 


of the field theory consists of only a “gauge-fixing” term: 


g ila, / die 10100 


Cc 


= f dvdc LEO, iQ}® 
= i dedchOtKe , (4.4.1) 


for some operator O, where the first Q, appearing in the covariant bracket, is under- 
stood to be the second-quantized one. In order to get O — M? as the kinetic operator 


for part of ®, we choose 


0 0 
—— on = = (O —~ M2) —~2— Mt 
O |. | Se M*)—2 a : (4.4.2) 


When expanding the field in ce, O — M? is the kinetic operator for the piece containing 
all physical and ghost fields. Explicitly, (3.4.3b), when substituted into the lagrangian 
L = 50'K@ and integrated over c, gives 
O 
dc 
and in the BRST transformations 6® = ieQ® gives 


L=39'(0 —M*)o+y'M*y, (4.4.3) 


bo =ie(Qtd-M*y) , db=ielQty—3(0 —M*)9)] . (4.4.4) 


@ contains propagating fields and w contains BRST auxiliary fields. Although the 
propagating fields are completely gauge-fixed, the BRST auxiliary fields have the 
gauge invariance 


db=r , MtrA=0 . (4.4.5) 


The simplest case is the scalar ® = y(x). In this case, all of w can be gauged away 
by (4.4.5), since M+ = 0. The lagrangian is just $9(0) — m?)y. For the massless 
vector (cf. (4.2.4b)), 

=| )A;+icl")B , (4.4.6) 
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where we have again used (4.4.5). By comparing (4.4.3) with (4.2.3), we see that the 
¢? term is extended to all J°, the w? term has the opposite sign, and the crossterm 
is dropped. We thus find 


£L=i(A)'0 A, +28? =1A°0 A,-iCOC+2B" , (4.4.7) 
where we have written A® = i(C,C), due to (3.4.4,13). This agrees with the result 
(3.2.11) in the gauge ¢ = 1, where this B = LB. The BRST transformations (4.4.4), 
using (4.2.5), are 

6A, =1ie0,C , 

6c =0 , 

6C =e(2B-—0-A) , 

6B =O , (4.4.8) 
which agrees with the linearized case of (3.2.8). 


We next prove the equivalence of this form of gauge fixing with the usual ap- 
proach, described in sect. 3.2 [4.1] (as we have just proven for the case of the massless 
vector). The steps are: (1) Add terms to the original BRST auxiliary fields, which 
vanish on shell, to make them BRST invariant, as they are in the usual BRST for- 
mulation of field theory. (In Yang-Mills, this is the redefinition B > B in (3.2.11).) 
(2) Use the BRST transformations to identify the physical fields (which may include 
auxiliary components). We can then reobtain the gauge-invariant action by dropping 
all other fields from the lagrangian, with the gauge transformations given by replacing 


the ghosts in the BRST transformations by gauge parameters. 
In the lagrangian (4.4.3) only the part of the BRST auxiliary field ~ which appears 


in Mtw occurs in the action; the rest of 7 is pure gauge and drops out of the action. 
Thus, we only require that the shifted M*~w be BRST-invariant: 


w=pt+Ad , bMt*b=0 . (4.4.9) 
Using the BRST transformations (4.4.4) and the identities (from (3.4.3b)) 
@=0 + [0 -M?M+]=(0 - 9%) =[Mt,o4}=0 | 
OM SA (MMe (4.4.10) 


we obtain the conditions on A: 


(Qt — MT A)Q* = (Qt-— MTA)M*=0 . (4.4.11) 
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The solution to these equations is 


ASME TO? +s (4.4.12) 


Performing the shift (4.4.9), the gauge-fixed lagrangian takes the form 


a) =—igtko+at(1—dys_or)Oto+yimtyd , (4.4.13a) 


K=O —-M’*-2090tMt+-'9¢ , (4.4.13) 


where T is the “isospin,” as in (4.2.11), for Mag. The BRST transformations can 


now be written as 
d0m3,-orb = 63,210 ) d(1 a Om3,—27)@ = —eMty ) 


by) = ysor(Qtw—4K¢) . (4.4.14) 
The BRST transformation of w is pure gauge, and can be dropped. (In some of 
the manipulations we have used the fact that Q, Qt, and OU — M? are symmetric, 
i.e., even under integration by parts, while M7 is antisymmetric, and Q and Q are 
antihermitian while M* and O — M? are hermitian. In a coordinate representa- 
tion, particularly for c, all symmetry generators, such as Q, O*, and M*, would be 


antisymmetric, since the fields would be real.) 


We can now throw away the BRST-invariant BRST auxiliary fields @, but we 
must also separate the ghost fields in ¢ from the physical ones. According to the 
usual BRST procedure, the physical modes of a theory are those which are both 
BRST-invariant and have vanishing ghost number (as well as satisfy the field equa- 
tions). In particular, physical fields may transform into ghosts (corresponding to 
gauge transformations, since the gauge pieces are unphysical), but never transform 
into BRST auxiliary fields. Therefore, from (4.4.14) we must require that the phys- 
ical fields have M? = —2T to avoid transforming into BRST auxiliary fields, but we 
also require vanishing ghost number M? = 0. Hence, the physical fields (located in 
@) are selected by requiring the simple condition of vanishing isospin T = 0. If we 
project out the ghosts with the projection operator d7 9 and use the identity (4.2.8), 


we obtain a lagrangian containing only physical fields: 
£L,=56'(0 —M?+OQ)drod . (4.4.15) 


Its gauge invariance is obtained from the BRST transformations by replacing the 


ghosts (the part of ¢ appearing on the right-hand side of the transformation law) 
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with the gauge parameter (the reverse of the usual BRST quantization procedure), 


and we add gauge transformations to gauge away the part of @ with T F 0: 
6b = —iZQ.A° + 4M apd? , (4.4.16) 


where we have obtained the Q~ term from closure of Qt with Mag. The invariance 
of (4.4.15) under (4.4.16) can be verified using the above identities. This action and 
invariance are just the original ones of the OSp(1,1|2) gauge-invariant formalism (or 
the IGL(1) one, after eliminating the NL auxiliary fields). The gauge-fixing functions 
for the A transformations are also given by the BRST transformations: They are the 


transformations of ghosts into physical fields: 
Fer = Q*6r0¢ = p"(M* 70) + M(Mimbr00) - (4.4.17) 


(The first term is the usual Lorentz-gauge gauge-fixing function for massless fields, 
the second term the usual addition for Stueckelberg/Higgs fields.) The gauge-fixed 
lagrangian (physical fields only) is thus 


Lor =£,-7F ar'M Fer = 3¢'(O — M’)6r0¢ (4.4.18) 


in agreement with (4.4.3). 


In summary, we see that this first-quantized gauge-fixing procedure is identical 
to the second-quantized one with regard to (1) the physical gauge fields, their gauge 
transformations, and the gauge-invariant action, (2) the BRST transformations of the 
physical fields, (3) the closure of the BRST algebra, (4) the BRST invariance of the 
gauge-fixed action, and (5) the invertibility of the kinetic operator after elimination 
of the NL fields. (1) implies that the two theories are physically the same, (2) and 
(3) imply that the BRST operators are the same, up to additional modes as in sect. 
4.3, (4) implies that both are correctly gauge fixed (but perhaps in different gauges), 
and (5) implies that all gauge invariances have been fixed, including those of ghosts. 
Concerning the extra modes, from the OU —M? form of the gauge-fixed kinetic operator 
we see that they are exactly the ones necessary to give good high-energy behavior of 
the propagator, and that we have chosen a generalized Fermi-Feynman gauge. Also, 
note the fact that the c = 0 (or x® = 0) part of the field contains exactly the right 
set of ghost fields, as was manifest by the arguments of sect. 2.6, whereas in the usual 
second-quantized formalism one begins with just the physical fields manifest, and the 
ghosts and their ghosts, etc., must be found by a step-by-step procedure. Thus we 
see that the OSp from the light cone not only gives a straightforward way for deriving 
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general free gauge-invariant actions, but also gives a method for gauge fixing which 


is equivalent to, but more direct than, the usual methods. 


We now consider gauge fixing to the light cone. In this gauge the gauge theory 
reduces back to the original light-cone theory from which it was heuristically obtained 
by adding 2+2 dimensions in sects. 3.4, 4.1. This proves a general “no-ghost theo- 
rem,” that the OSp(1,1|2) (and IGL(1)) gauge theory is equivalent on-shell to the 
corresponding light-cone theory, for any Poincaré representation (including strings as 


a special case). 


Consider an arbitrary bosonic gauge field theory, with action (4.1.6). (Fermions 
will be considered in the following section.) Without loss of generality, we can choose 
M? = 0, since the massive action can be obtained by dimensional reduction. The 


light-cone gauge is then described by the gauge-fixed field equations 
pd =0 (4.4.19a) 
subject to the gauge conditions, in the Lorentz frame p, = 6,* p+, 
Magd=9 , AWod=Mo-pih=0 , (4.4.19b) 
with the residual part of the gauge invariance 
66 = —igQ,A%~ My_A® , (4.4.19c) 


where + now refer to the usual “longitudinal” Lorentz indices. (The light-cone gauge 
is thus a further gauge-fixing of the Landau gauge, which uses only (4.4.19ab).) 
(4.4.19bc) imply that the only surviving fields are singlets of the new OSp(1,1]2) 
algebra generated by Mag, Maz, M_+ (with longitudinal Lorentz indices +): ice., 
those which satisfy M4p¢ = 0 and can’t be gauged away by 66 = MP4A yp. 


We therefore need to consider the subgroup SO(D—2)®@OSp(1,1|2) of OSp(D—1,1|2) 
(the spin group obtained by adding 2+2 dimensions to the original SO(D—2)), and 
determine which parts of an irreducible OSp(D—1,12) representation are OSp(1,1]2) 
singlets. This is done most simply by considering the corresponding Young tableaux 
(which is also the most convenient method for adding 2+2 dimensions to the original 
representation of the light-cone SO(D—2)). This means considering tensor prod- 
ucts of the vector (defining) representation with various graded symmetrizations and 
antisymmetrizations, and (graded) tracelessness conditions on all the indices. The 


obvious OSp(1,1]2) singlet is given by allowing all the vector indices to take only 
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SO(D—2) values. However, the resulting SO(D—2) representation is reducible, since 
it is not SO(D—2)-traceless. The OSp(D-—1,1|2)-tracelessness condition equates its 
SO(D—2)-traces to OSp(1,1|2)-traces of representations which differ only by replacing 
the traced SO(D—2) indices with traced OSp(1,1|2) ones. However, OSp(1,1|2) (or 
OSp(2N|2N) more generally) has the unusual property that its traces are not true 
singlets. The simplest example [4.11] (and one which we’ll show is sufficient to treat 
the general case) is the graviton of (4.1.15). Considering just the OSp(1,1|2) values 
of the indices, there are 2 states which are singlets under the bosonic subgroup GL(2) 
generated by Mag, M_+, namely ) |-)), |“) |v). However, of these two states, one 


linear combination is pure gauge and one is pure auxiliary: 


Jn)=[]a) Maples) <0 tu 


Jos) =[ee)lo)— [le > |oa) #204 |Ava) ba 
M+a|62) = —2|()|a)) #0 . (4.4.20) 


This result is due basically to the fact that the graded trace can’t be separated out 


in the usual way with the metric because of the identity 
qPnpa =a = (-1)4644=2-2=0 . (4.4.21) 


Similarly, the reducible OSp(1,1|2) representation which consists of the unsymmetrized 
direct product of an arbitrary number of vector representations will contain no sin- 
glets, since any one trace reduces to the case just considered, and thus the represen- 
tations which result from graded symmetrizations and antisymmetrizations will also 
contain none. Thus, no SO(D—2)-traces of the original OSp(D—1,1|2) representation 
need be considered, since they are equated to OSp(1,1|2)-nonsinglet traces by the 
OSp(D-—1,1]|2)-tracelessness condition. Hence, the only surviving SO(D—2) repre- 
sentation is the original irreducible light-cone one, obtained by restricting all vector 


indices to their SO(D—2) values and imposing SO(D—2)-tracelessness. 


These methods apply directly to open strings. The modification for closed strings 


will be discussed in sect. 11.1. 
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4.5. Fermions 


The results of this section are based on the OSp(1,1|2) algebra of sect. 3.5. 


The action and invariances are again given by (4.1.1), with the modified Jp of 
sect. 3.5, and (4.1.3) is unchanged except for Mag — M ag. We also allow for the inclu- 
sion of a matrix factor in the Hilbert-space metric to maintain the (pseudo)hermiticity 
of the spin operators (e.g., y° for a Dirac spinor, so 6! + 6 = 6iy°). Under the 


action of the 6 functions, we can make the replacement 
pesca See $(p? a M?) i (M py Fle MomM)? 
— $9°(Ma’py + MamM) |§-+443(2?+M?)] 5 (45.1) 


where p? = p"p,. Under the action of the same 6 functions, the gauge transformation 


generated by J_, is replaced with 


$= JA, 2 {(M% p+ M% nM) — 4% F-45480? + M)]} AQ 
(4.5.2) 
Choosing Ay = 7aA, the 7_ part of this gauge transformation can be used to choose 
the partial gauge 
4,b=0 . (4.5.3) 


The action then becomes 


S = | dx 5 5(Mag?)i7*(Mo'py + MamM) d , (4.5.4) 


where we have reduced ® to the half represented by ¢ by using (4.5.3). (The 7+ can 
be represented as 2x2 matrices.) The remaining part of (4.5.2), together with the 


J 3 transformation, can be written in terms of 7,-independent parameters as 


5b = (Mpy + M%mM)(Ag + $40°¥" Ap) + |—3(p? + M?) + (Ma’p» + MamM)?| B 
EMO Nae. 5 (4.5.5) 


One way to get general irreducible spinor representations of orthogonal groups 
(except for chirality conditions) is to take the direct product of a Dirac spinor with an 
irreducible tensor representation, and then constrain it by setting to zero the result of 
multiplying by a y matrix and contracting vector indices. Since the OSp representa- 
tions used here are obtained by dimensional continuation, this means we use the same 


constraints, with the vector indices 2 running over all commuting and anticommuting 
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values (including m, if we choose to define M;,, by dimensional reduction from one 


extra dimension). The OSp spin operators can then be written as 
My =Miyt awry)» (4.5.6) 


where M are the spin operators for some tensor representation and y; are the OSp 


Dirac matrices, satisfying the OSp Clifford algebra 


We choose similar relations between y’s and 4¥’s: 


{ViYe] = 0. (4.5.8) 


Then, noting that 3(7°+77°) and $(Ya—‘7a) satisfy the same commutation relations 


as creation and annihilation operators, respectively, we define 
Yo=Atalg , Ya=i (a4 = al) : laa, al?) =§,% . (4.5.9) 


We also find 
Mop =Moaptal(oag, . (4.5.10) 


This means that an arbitrary representation 7 q...3) of the part of the Sp(2) generated 
by M ag that is also a singlet under the full Sp(2) generated by M ag can be written 


as 
Vip @ea-alad , ap=0 . (4.5.11) 


In particular, for a Dirac spinor M = 0, so the action (4.5.4) becomes simply (see 
also (4.1.40)) 


S= fare p+ MO , (4.5.12) 
where p = Y°Da, M = YmM (7m is like ys), all dependence on 7% and 7 has 


been eliminated, and the gauge transformation (4.5.5) vanishes. (The transformation 
b — em/446 takes p+ M > p+ iM.) 


In the case of the gravitino, we start with ¢ = |*) ¢;, where |’) is a basis for 
the representation of M (only). ¢ must satisfy not only M ag? = 0 but also the 


irreducibility condition 


Vb: = 0 =e Pa = 70 ba 5 Age" =) 4 (4.5.13) 
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(al, or i¥q could be used in place of yq in the solution for ¢,.) Then using (4.1.8) 


for M on ¢, straightforward algebra gives the action 
8 = | dx da(np— py” + 1"*py)bs 
z i dx bay Dsbe (4.5.14) 


where y@° = (1/3!)y!*y'y4, giving the usual gravitino action for arbitrary D. The 
gauge invariance remaining in (4.5.5) after using (4.5.13-14), and making suitable 


redefinitions, reduces to the usual 


5g =O, (4.5.15) 


We now derive an alternative form of the fermionic action which corresponds to 
actions given in the literature for fermionic strings. Instead of explicitly solving the 
constraint Mop = 0 as in (4.5.11), we use the Mag gauge invariance of (4.5.5) to 
“rotate” the a*'’s. For example, writing a* = (at,a~), we can rotate them so they 
all point in the “+” direction: Then we need consider only ¢’s of the form ¢(a*") |0). 
(The + value of a should not be confused with the + index on p,.) The 5(M a3?) then 
picks out the piece of the form (4.5.11). (It “smears” over directions in Sp(2). This 
use of a® is similar to the “harmonic coordinates” of harmonic superspace [4.12].) We 
can also pick 

b =e tat batt) lo), (4.5.16a) 


since the exponential (after 6(M ) projection) just redefines some components by 


shifting by components of lower M-spin. In this gauge, writing 7° = (s,u), 7* = 


(S,u), we can rewrite ¢ as 


Jo) =e" I0) & 3[0}=uld)=o , 


6=s)(0) o 36=0 . (4.5.160) 
By using an appropriate (indefinite-metric) coherent-state formalism, we can choose 
s to be a coordinate (and u = —2i0/0s). We next make the replacement 
= . : 0 
iH?) + [ds nls) Sent +32)6(a0 + 5) (4.5.17) 


after pushing it to the right in (4.5.4) so it hits the ¢, where we have just replaced 
projection onto Mag? = 0 with M+ = M? = 0 (which implies M~ = 0). The first 6 


function factor is a Dirac 6 function, while the second is a Kronecker 6. p(s) is an 
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appropriate measure factor; instead of determining it by an explicit use of coherent 


states, we fix it by comparison with the simplest case of the Dirac spinor: Using 
[as e(s)6(s*?+r?)(at+tbs)=b , (4.5.18a) 


we find 
p(s) ~e(s) . (4.5.180) 


Then only the @ term of (4.5.4) contributes in this gauge, and we obtain (the @ itself 
having already been absorbed into the measure (4.5.18b)) 


= -2 f dx ds e(s) 6 Q*5(2M* + s*)d (ir - 3] O-% (4.5.19) 


(All dependence on y* and ¥* has been reduced to ¢ being a function of just s. This 
action was first proposed for the string [4.13].) Since the first 6 function can be used 
to replace any s? with a —2M*, we can perform all such replacements, or equivalently 
choose the gauge 


$(s)=¢o.+sb1 . (4.5.20) 


(An equivalent procedure was performed for the string in [4.14].) For the Dirac spinor, 
after integration over s (including that in Q+ = 5s(p+ M)), the Dirac action is easily 
found (¢, drops out). For general spinor representations, Q* has an additional Or 


term, and s integration gives the lagrangian 
L = do(p + M1)5(M*) Go + 2 [br 9*5(M*) bo — do O*5(MF + 1)d:] (4.5.21) 


However, y-matrix trace constraints (such as (4.5.13)) must still be solved to relate 


the components. 


The explicit form of the OSp(1,1|2) operators for the fermionic string to use with 
these results follows from the light-cone Poincaré generators which will be derived in 
sect. 7.2. The s dependence of Q* is then slightly more complicated (it also has a 
0/Os term). (The resulting action first appeared in [4.14,15].) 


The proof of equivalence to the light cone is similar to that for bosons in the 
previous section. Again considering the massless case, the basic difference is that we 


now have to use, from (3.5.3b), 


—_ o~ 


Map = Map + Dap 5 Ow = Ma_D+ + Six 5 (4.5.22) 


and other corresponding generators, as generating the new OSp(1,1|2). This is just 


the diagonal OSp(1,1|2) obtained from S,4, and the one used in the bosonic case. 
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In analogy to the bosonic case, we consider reducible OSp(D—1,1|2) representations 
corresponding to direct products of arbitrary numbers of vector representations with 
one spinor representation (represented by graded 7-matrices). We then take the direct 
product of this with the S,4, representation, which is an OSp(1,1|2) spinor but an 
SO(D—2) scalar. Since the direct product of 2 OSp(1,1|2) spinors gives the direct 
sum of all (graded) antisymmetric tensor representations, each once (by the usual 
y-matrix decomposition), from the bosonic result we see that the only way to get an 
OSp(1,1]2) singlet is if all vector indices again take only their SO(D—2) values. The 
OSp(D—1,1]|2) spinor is the direct product of an SO(D—2) spinor with an OSp(1,1]2) 
spinor, so the net result is the original light-cone one. In the bosonic case traces in 
OSp(1,1|2) vector indices did not give singlets because of (4.4.21); a similar result 


holds for y-matrix traces because of 


fee Oe ae (4.5.23) 


More general representations for S'4z could be considered, e.g., as in sect. 3.6. The 
action can then be rewritten as (4.1.6), but with M.g and Q, replaced by Mop and an 
of (3.5.3b). In analogy to (4.5.2,3), the S_, part of the J_, transformation can be used 
to choose the gauge $,,® = 0. Then, depending on whether the representation allows 
application of the “lowering” operators S_, 0,1, or 2 times, only the terms of zeroth, 
first, or second order in S_,, respectively, can contribute in the kinetic operator. 
Since these terms are respectively second, first, and zeroth order in derivatives, they 


can be used to describe bosons, fermions, and auxiliary fields. 


The argument for equivalence to the light cone directly generalizes to the U(1)- 
type 4+4-extended OSp(1,1|2) of sect. 3.6. Then Mag = Maga ip hase singlet 
only when M 4p and S'4z are both singlets (for bosons) or both Dirac spinors (for 


fermions). 


Exercises 


(1) Derive (4.1.5). 
(2) Derive (4.1.6). 


(3) Find the gauge-invariant theory resulting from the light-cone theory of a totally 


symmetric, traceless tensor of arbitrary rank. 


(4) Find the explicit infinitesimal gauge transformations of e,’", €m*, e+, g’”", Gmn; 


and Wap. from (4.1.20-22). Linearize, and show the gauge e!”” = 0 can be ob- 
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tained with \,,. Find the transformation for a covariant vector A, (from a simi- 


larity transformation, like (4.1.22)). 


(5) Write cap. explicitly in terms of e,”. Find Tas- and Ravca in terms of Cape and 
Wabe- Derive (4.1.31). Linearize to get (4.1.17). 


(6) Find an expression for wpe when (4.1.24) is not imposed, in terms of Ta». and 
the w of (4.1.27). 


(7) Derive global Poincaré transformations by finding the subgroup of (4.1.20) which 


leaves (4.1.28) invariant. 
(8) Find the field equation for ¢ from (4.1.36), and show that (4.1.38) satisfies it. 


(9) Derive the gauge-covariant action for gravity in the GL(1)-type 4+4-extension of 
OSp(1,1]2), and compare with the U(1) result, (4.1.47). 


(10) Find the BRST transformations for the IGL(1) formalism of sect. 4.2 (BRST1, 
derived from the light cone) for free gravity. Find those for the usual IGL(1) for- 
malism of sect. 3.2 (BRST2, derived from second-quantizing the gauge-invariant 
field theory). After suitable redefinitions of the BRST1 fields (including aux- 
iliaries and ghosts), show that a subset of these fields that corresponds to the 
complete set of fields in the BRST2 formalism has identical BRST transforma- 


tions. 
(11) Formulate ¢° theory as in (4.2.19), using the bracket of (3.4.7). 


(12) Derive the gauge transformations for interacting Yang-Mills by the covariant 
second-quantized operator method of (4.2.21), in both the IGL(1) and OSp(1,1|2) 


formalisms. 


(13) Find the free gauge-invariant action for gravity in the IGL(1) formalism, and 
compare with the OSp(1,1|2) result (4.1.17). Find the gauge-fixed action by 
(4.4.1-5). 


(14) Perform IGL(1) gauge-fixing, as in sect. 4.4, for a second-rank antisymmetric 
tensor gauge field. Perform the analogous gauge fixing by the method of sect. 
3.2, and compare. Note that there are scalar commuting ghosts which can be 
interpreted as the ghosts for the gauge invariances of the vector ghosts (“ghosts 


for ghosts” ). 
(15) Derive (4.5.14,15). 
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5. PARTICLE 


5.1. Bosonic 


If coordinates are considered as fields, and their arguments as the coordinates of 
small spacetimes, then the mechanics of particles and strings can be considered as 
1- and 2-dimensional field theories, respectively (see sect. 1.1). (However, to avoid 
confusion, we will avoid referring to mechanics theories as field theories.) Thus, the 
particle is a useful analog of the string in one lower “dimension”, and we here review 


its properties that will be found useful below for the string. 


As described in sect. 3.1, the mechanics action for any relativistic particle is 
completely determined by the constraints it satisfies, which are equivalent to the free 
equations of motion of the corresponding field theory. The first-order (hamiltonian) 
form ((3.1.10)) is more convenient than the second-order one because (1) it makes 
canonical conjugates explicit, (2) the inverse propagator (and, in more general cases, 
all other operator equations of motion) can be directly read off as the hamiltonian, (3) 
path-integral quantization is easier, and (4) treatment of the supersymmetric case is 
clearer. The simplest example is a massless, spinless particle, whose only constraint 
is the Klein-Gordon equation p* = 0. From (3.1.10), the action [5.1] can thus be 


written in first-order form as 
s=farc , L=2-p—gip’ , (5.1.1) 


where 7 is the proper time, of which the position x, momentum p, and 1-dimensional 
metric g are functions, and © = 0/0r. The action is invariant under Poincaré trans- 
formations in the higher-dimensional spacetime described by x, as well as 1D general 
coordinate transformations (T-reparametrizations). The latter can be obtained from 
(3.1.11): 

Cf aD. s, Ope: z ég=¢ : (cb?) 
These differ from the usual transformations by terms which vanish on shell: In general, 


any action with more than one field is invariant under 4¢; = ;;65/6¢;, where 4j; is 
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antisymmetric. Such invariances may be necessary for off-shell closure of the above 
algebra, but are irrelevant for obtaining the field theory from the classical mechanics. 
(In fact, in the component formalism for supergravity, gauge invariance is more easily 
proven using a first-order formalism with the type of transformations in (5.1.2) rather 
than the usual transformations which follow from the second-order formalism [5.2].) 


In this case, if we add the transformations 
xr =e— , I p=-—e— (Sa.3) 


to (5.1.2), and choose € = g~'¢, we obtain the usual general coordinate transforma- 


tions (see sect. 4.1) 
cx=e , Sn=ep , d"g= (<q) (5.1.4) 
The second-order form is obtained by eliminating p: 
CAG Ose. (5.1.5) 


The transformations (5.1.4) for x and g also follow directly from (5.1.2) upon elimi- 
nating p by its equation of motion. The massive case is obtained by replacing p? with 
p? + m? in (5.1.1). When the additional term is carried over to (5.1.5), we get 


L=ig's?—gom* . (5.1.6) 


g can now also be eliminated by its equation of motion, producing 


S= =m | dr V—-22 = —m | v=ae? P (5.1.7) 
which is the length of the world line. 


Besides the 1D invariance of (5.1.1) under reparametrization of 7, it also has the 
discrete invariance of 7 reversal. If we choose x(T) — x(—7T) under this reversal, 
then p(t) — —p(—rT), and thus this proper-time reversal can be identified as the 
classical mechanical analog of charge (or complex) conjugation in field theory [5.3], 
where ¢(2) > $*(x) implies ¢(p) > ¢*(—p) for the fourier transform. (Also, the 
electromagnetic coupling q fdr x - A(x) when added to (5.1.1) requires the charge 
gg.) 

There are two standard gauges for quantizing (5.1.1). In the light-cone formalism 
the gauge is completely fixed (for p; # 0, up to global transformations, which are 
eliminated by boundary conditions) by 


Spee x4 (5.1.8) 
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We then eliminate p_ as a lagrange multiplier with field equation g = 1. The la- 


grangian then simplifies to 
L= tp ep spr 2S m)> 5 (5.1.9) 


with (retarded) propagator 
i 
~iO (rei 27 +m) (5.1.10a) 


(where O(7) = 1 for 7 > 0 and 0 otherwise) or, fourier transforming with respect to 


T, 
1 1 1 
= (51100 
ig tgpetm?) tie pyp-t+a(pPtm?)+ie  9(p? +m?) +ic 
For interacting particles, it’s preferable to choose 
oe re (5.1.11) 


so that the same 7 coordinate can be used for all particles. Then g = 1/p,, so 
the hamiltonian 5(p;? + m7) gets replaced with (p;? + m?)/2p,, which more closely 
resembles the nonrelativistic case. If we also use the remaining (global) invariance of 
T reparametrizations (generated by p?), we can choose the gauge x, = 0, which is 


the same as choosing the Schrodinger picture. 


Alternatively, in the covariant formalism one chooses the gauge 
g =constant , (Belel2) 


where g can’t be completely gauge-fixed because of the invariance of the 1D volume 
T = fdr g. The functional integral over g is thus replaced by an ordinary integral 
over T [5.4], and the propagator is [5.3,5] 


1 


lee) acl 
if dT O(T)eiT204™) — ___ 
if a 3(p2 + m2) + i€ 


(onl La) 

The use of the mechanics approach to the particle is somewhat pointless for the 
free theory, since it contains no information except the constraints (from which it 
was derived), and it requires treatment of the irrelevant “off-shell” behavior in the 
“coordinate” 7. However, the proper-time is useful in interacting theories for studying 
certain classical limits and various properties of perturbation theory. In particular, 
the form of the propagator given in (5.1.13) (with Wick-rotated rT: see sect. 2.5) is 


the most convenient for doing loop integrals using dimensional regularization: The 


84 5. PARTICLE 


momentum integrations become simple Gaussian integrals, which can be trivially 


evaluated in arbitrary dimensions by analytic continuation from integer ones: 


: \D/2 D/2 
[ar Coe = i dpe ® ) = (=) (5.1.14) 


(The former integral factors into 1-dimensional ones; the latter is easily performed in 
polar coordinates.) The Schwinger parameters 7 are then converted into the usual 
Feynman parameters a by inserting unity as ff? d\ 6(A — o7), rescaling 7; = Aaj, 
and integrating out A, which now appears in standard [-function integrals, to get 
the usual Feynman denominators. An identical procedure is applied in string theory, 
but writing the parameters as zr = e-7, w = e*. (See (9.1.10).) By not converting 
the 7’s into a’s, the high-energy behavior of scattering amplitudes can be analyzed 
more easily [5.6]. Also, the singularities in an amplitude correspond to classical paths 
of the particles, and this identification can be seen to be simply the identification 
of the 7 parameters with the classical proper-time [5.7]. 1-loop calculations can be 
performed by introducing external fields (see also sect. 9.1) and treating the path 
of the particle in spacetime as closed [5.5,8]. Such calculations can treat arbitrary 
numbers of external lines (or nonperturbative external fields) for certain external 
field configurations (such as constant gauge-field strengths). Finally, the introduction 
of such expressions for propagators in external fields allows the study of classical 
limits of quantum field theories in which some quantum fields (represented by the 
external field) become classical fields, as in the usual classical limit, while other fields 
(represented by the particles described by the mechanics action) become classical 


particles [5.9]. 


This classical mechanics analysis will be applied to the string in chapt. 6. 


5.2. BRST 


In this section we’ll apply the methods of sect. 3.2-3 to study BRST quantization 
of particle mechanics, and find results equivalent to those obtained by more general 
methods in sect. 3.4. 

In the case of particle mechanics (according to sect. 3.1), for the action of the 
previous section we have G = —i5(p? + m7), and thus [4.4], for the “temporal” gauge 
g = 1, from (3.2.6) 

Q=-ick(p? +m), (5.2.1) 
which agrees with the general result (3.4.3b). We could write c = 0/0C so that 


in the classical field theory which follows from the quantum mechanics the field 
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o(x,C) could be real (see sect. 3.4). This also follows from the fact that the (r- 
reparametrization) gauge-parameter corresponding to c carries a (proper-)time index 
(it’s a 1D vector), and thus changes sign under r-reversal (mechanics’ equivalent of 


field theory’s complex conjugation), and so c is a momentum (@(x,C) = ¢*(x,C), 
o(p, ¢) = 6*(—p, -c)). 
We now consider extending IGL(1) to OSp(1,1]2) [8.7]. By (3.3.2), 


Q* = -ix*5(p? +m?) — b0* (5.2.2) 


In order to compare with sect. 3.4, we make the redefinitions (see (3.6.8)) 


b= "ag GS 3P+° ’ (5.2.32) 
(where g is the world-line metric) and the unitary transformation 
In U = —(In ps)3 [2*, 00], (5.2.30) 
finding : 
VOR = (p° sg? ob D°Da) —i<_Ppa , (5.2.4) 
2p+ 


which agrees with the expression given in (3.4.2) for the generators J_q for the case 
of the spinless particle, as does the rest of the OSp(1,1|2) obtained from (3.3.7). 


In a lagrangian formalism, for the action (5.1.6) with invariance (5.1.4), (3.3.2) 


gives the BRST transformation laws 


Q% = }(x%b — bb") — L(dg2a% +2g22%) . (5.2.5) 
We first make the redefinition 
b= b— 4(r_") (5.2.6) 
to simplify the transformation law of x° and thus b: 
Q%r? =2°t% — CF , 
Q% =2% . (5.2.7) 
We then make further redefinitions 


go age? 4 bag Jb (972?) ; (528) 
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which simplify the g transformation, allowing a further simplification for b: 


Q°x" = Gog ig? a rep , 


Og =z" , 
Q*r® =-C%D , 
Q°b =0 . (5.2.9) 


To get just a BRST operator (as for the IGL(1) formalism), we can restrict the Sp(2) 
indices in (5.2.9) to just one value. Then x® for the other value of a (the antighost) 
and 6 can be dropped. (They form an independent IGL(1) multiplet, as described in 
sect. 3.2.) 


To get the OSp(1,1|2) formalism, we choose a “Lorentz” gauge. We then quantize 
with the [Sp(2)-invariant gauge-fixing term 


£1 = —Qa’ f(9) = f"(9)(9b — £07) (5.2.10) 


for some arbitrary function f such that f” #0. Canonically quantizing (where f’(g) 
is conjugate to b), and using the equations of motion, we find Q* from its Noether 
current (which in D = 1 is also the charge) to be given by (5.2.2). For an IGL(1) 


formalism, we can use the temporal gauge (writing x* = (c, ¢)) 
L, = 1Q(ef(g9)] = bf (9) —if"(g)e (5.2.11) 


(Compare the discussions of gauge choices in sect. 3.2-3.) 


Although Lorentz-gauge quantization gave a result equivalent to that obtained 
from the light cone in sect. 3.4, we’ll find in sect. 8.3 for the string a result equivalent 


to that obtained from the light cone in sect. 3.6. 


5.3. Spinning 


The mechanics of a relativistic spin-1/2 particle [5.1] is obtained by symmetrizing 
the particle action for a spinless particle with respect to one-dimensional (local) 
supersymmetry. We thus generalize x(T) — X(7,0), etc., where @ is a single, real, 


anticommuting coordinate. We first define global supersymmetry by the generators 


O ; cy re 
I= 5p — 0 . i=in =—4 ; (5.3.1a) 
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which leave invariant the derivatives 


0 
ele =-id? . wok 
d 59 + 0 , O i (5.3.16) 


The local invariances are then generated by (expanding covariantly) 
K=kid+kio , (5.3.2a) 
which act covariantly (i.e., as ()/ = e’*( )e~**) on the derivatives 
D=Gd+60 , -iD® . (5.3.20) 
This gives the infinitesimal transformation 
6D = i[K,D] =i( kG —iDe)d +i(K6 —iDk)O+ 2iKGO . (5.3.2c) 
We next use « by the last part of this transformation to choose the gauge 
6=03K=isdk . (5.3.3) 
The action (5.1.1) becomes 
S$ = [dr aoc" [(-iD®x)- P- 4P-DP| 


= [dr a6 [-iG(aX)-(aP)-4P-dP| (5.3.4) 


When expanded in components by { d@ — d, and defining 


A=. 5 DRS | 
P=C , DP=p ; 
Gag? , dG=ig wb ; (5.3.5) 


when evaluated at @ = 0 (in analogy to sect. 3.2), we find 
S= [dr (&-ptivy-p—iy-C— gp? + Hi¢-C) (5.3.6) 


The (g,2,p) sector works as for the bosonic case. In the (w,y,¢) sector we see that 


the quantity i(y — 3) is canonically conjugate to ¢, and thus 


0 


ioe ea ae (5.3.7a) 
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which has y-matrix type commutation relations. It anticommutes with 

; a, 

aa ore eae ame (5:38.70) 
which is an independent set of y-matrices. However, it is y which appears in the 
Dirac equation, obtained by varying w. 


” components by 


In a light-cone formalism, we again eliminate all auxiliary “— 
their equations of motion, and use the gauge invariance (5.3.2-3) to fix the “+” 
components 


X4y = Prt = Ly = Prt 5 19 a 0 . (5.3.8) 
We then find G = 1, and (5.3.6) reduces to 


L=t_py + hips — gp? — i(y- —6-)oa — Gi + 30: (5.3.9) 


In order to obtain the usual spinor field, it’s necessary to add a lagrange multiplier 
term to the action constraining V = 0. This constraint can either be solved classically 
(but only for even spacetime dimension D) by determining half of the ¢’s to be 
the canonical conjugates of the other half (consider ¢; + i¢2 vs. ¢1 — i¢a, etc.), or 
by imposing it quantum mechanically on the field Gupta-Bleuler style. The former 
approach sacrifices manifest Lorentz invariance in the coordinate approach; however, 
if the y’s are considered simply as operators (without reference to their coordinate 
representation), then the field is the usual spinor representation, and both can be 
represented in the usual matrix notation. This constrained action is equivalent to the 


second-order action 
cae / dr d0 4G-"(D?X) « (DX) 
= i dr dO 4(GdX)d(GaX) 
= far (gk? + ig wy —hiy-4), (5.3.10a) 
or, in first-order form for x only, 
S= fdr (g-p—gip?t+hiv-ytiby-p) . (5.3.10b) 


The constraint y-p = 0 (the Dirac equation) is just a factorized form of the constraint 


(2.2.8) for this particular representation of the Lorentz group. 


A further constraint is necessary to get an irreducible Poincaré representation in 


even D. Since any function of an anticommuting coordinate contains bosonic and 
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fermionic terms as the coefficients of even and odd powers of that coordinate, we 
need the constraint yp = +1 on the field (where yp means just the product of all the 
y’s) to pick out a field of just one statistics (in this case, a Weyl spinor: notice that 
D is even in order for the previous constraint to be applied). In the OSp approach 
this Weyl chirality condition can also be obtained by an extension of the algebra 
[4.10]: OSp(1,1]2)@U(1), where the U(1) is chiral transformations, results in an extra 
Kronecker 6 which is just the usual chirality projector. This U(1) generator (for at 
least the special case of a Dirac spinor or Ramond string) can also be derived as a 
constraint from first-quantization: The classical mechanics action for a Dirac spinor, 
under the global transformation d7q ~ €abe..ayV’y°:+ +74, varies by a boundary term 


~ f dr2-yp, where as usual ¥p ~ €abe..d 77? * 


.-¢, By adding a lagrange multiplier 
term for yp +1, this symmetry becomes a local one, gauged by the lagrange multiplier 
(as for the other equations of motion). By 1D supersymmetrization, there is also a 


lagrange multiplier for €qpe...qp°y’y° «+772. The action then describes a Weyl spinor. 


Many supersymmetric gauges are possible for g and w. The simplest sets both 
to constants (“temporal” gauge G = 1), but this gauge doesn’t allow an OSp(1,1]2) 
algebra. The next simplest gauge, dG = 0, does the same to w but sets the 7 
derivative of g to vanish, making it an extra coordinate in the field theory (related 
to x_, or p+), giving the generators of (3.4.2). However, the gauge which also keeps 
w as a coordinate (and as a partner to g) is G = 0. In order to get the maximal 
coordinates (or at least zero-modes, for the string) we choose an OSp(1,1|2) which 
keeps w (related to 74, and the corresponding extra ghost, related to 7,.). This gives 
the modified BRST algebra of (3.5.1). 


An “isospinning” particle [5.10] can be described similarly. By dropping the w 
term in (5.3.6,10b) it’s possible to have a different symmetry on the indices of (7, ¢) 
than on those of (z,p). In fact, even the range of the indices and the metric can 
be different. Thus, spin separates from orbital angular momentum and becomes 
isospin. There is no longer an anticommuting gauge invariance, but with a positive 
definite metric on the isospinor indices it’s no longer necessary to have one to maintain 
unitarity. If we use the constraint 7 = 0 we get an isospinor, but if we don’t we get a 
matrix, with the y’s acting on one side and the ¥’s on the other. Noting that 7 reversal 
switches y with —*7, we see that the matrix gets transposed. Therefore, the complex 
conjugation that is the quantum-mechanical analog of 7 reversal is actually hermitian 
conjugation, particularly on a field which is a matrix representation of some group. 


(When ¥ is constrained to vanish, 7 reversal is not an invariance.) By combining 
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these anticommuting variables with the previous ones we get an isospinning spinning 


particle. 


At this point we take a slight diversion to discuss properties of spinors in arbitrary 
dimensions with arbitrary spacetime signature. This will complete our discussion of 
spinors in this section, and will be useful in the following section, where representa- 
tions of supersymmetry, which is itself described by a spinor generator, will be found 
to depend qualitatively on the dimension. The analysis of spinors in Euclidean space 
(i.e, the usual spinor representations of SO(D)) can be obtained by the usual group 
theoretical methods (see, e.g., [5.11]), using either Dynkin diagrams or an explicit 
representation of the y-matrices. The properties of spinors in SO(D,,D_) can then 
be obtained by Wick rotation of D_ space directions into time ones. (Of particu- 
lar interest are the D-dimensional Lorentz group SO(D—1,1) and the D-dimensional 
conformal group SO(D,2).) This affects the spinors with respect to only complex 
conjugation properties. A useful notation to classify spinors and their properties 
is: Denote a fundamental spinor (“spin 1/2”) as w,, and its hermitian conjugate 
as —v;. Denote another spinor w® such that the contraction W°w, is invariant un- 
der the group, and its hermitian conjugate pe. The representation of the group on 
these various spinors is then related by taking complex conjugates and inverses of 
the matrices representing the group on the fundamental one. For SO(D,,D_) there 
are always some of these representations that are equivalent, since SO(2N) has only 
2 inequivalent spinor representations and SO(2N+1) just 1. (In y-matrix language, 
the Dirac spinor can be reduced to 2 inequivalent Weyl spinors by projection with 
3(1 + yp) in even dimensions.) In cases where there is another fundamental spinor 
representation not included in this set, we also introduce a wy and the corresponding 
3 other spinors. (However, in that case all 4 in each set will be equivalent, since there 
are at most 2 inequivalent altogether.) Many properties of the spinor representations 
can be described by classifying the index structure of: (1) the inequivalent spinors, 
(2) the bispinor invariant tensors, or “metrics,” which are just the matrices relating 
the equivalent spinors in the sets of 4, and (3) the o-matrices (y-matrices for D odd, 
but in even D the matrices half as big which remain after Wey] projection), which are 
simply the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for relating spinor®spinor to vector. In the 


latter 2 cases, we also classify the symmetry in the 2 spinor indices, where appropriate. 


The metrics are of 3 types (along with their complex conjugates and inverses): (1) 
M.°, which gives charge conjugation for (pseudo)real representations, and is related 


to complex conjugation properties of y-matrices, (2) M a which is the matrix which 
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relates the Dirac spinors V and W, if it commutes with Wey] projection, and is related 
to hermitian conjugation properties of y-matrices, and (3) Mag, which is the Clebsch- 
Gordan coefficients for spinor®same-representation spinor to scalar, and is related 
to transposition properties of y-matrices. For all of these it’s important to know 
whether the metric is symmetric or antisymmetric; in particular, for the first type 
we get either real or pseudoreal representations, respectively. In y-matrix language, 
this charge conjugation matrix is straightforwardly constructed in the representation 
where the y-matrices are expressed in terms of direct products of the Pauli matrices 
for the 2-dimensional subspaces. Upon Wick rotation of 1 direction each in any 
number of pairs corresponding to these 2-dimensional subspaces, the corresponding 
Pauli matrix factor in the charge conjugation matrix must be dropped (with perhaps 
some change in the choice of Pauli matrix factors for the other subspaces). It then 
follows that (pseudo)reality is the same in SO(D,+1,D_+1) as in SO(D,,D_), so 
all cases follow from the Euclidean case. For the second type of metric, V = WU in 
the Euclidean case, so M ue is just the identity matrix (i.e., the spinor representations 
are unitary). After Wick rotation, this matrix becomes the product of all the y- 
matrices in the Wick rotated directions, since those y-matrices got factors of 7 in the 
Wick rotation, and thus need this extra factor to preserve the reality of the tensors 
Vy---yW. The symmetry properties of this metric then follow from those of the 
y-matrices. Also, because of the signature of the y-matrices, it follows that this 
metric, except in the Euclidean case, has half its eigenvalues +1 and half —1. The 
last type of metric has only undotted indices and thus has nothing to do with complex 
conjugation, so its properties are unchanged by Wick rotation. It’s identical to the 
first type in Euclidean space (since the second type is the identity there; in general, 
if 2 of the metrics exist, the third is just their product), which thus determines it in 
the general case. Various types of groups are defined by these metrics alone (real, 
unitary, orthogonal, symplectic, etc.), with the SO(D,,D_) group as a subgroup. 
(In fact, these metrics completely determine the SO(D,,D_) group, up to abelian 
factors, in D = D, + D_ < 6, and allow all vector indices to be replaced by pairs 
of spinor indices. They also determine the group in D = 8 for D_ even, due to 
“triality,” the discrete symmetry which permutes the vector representation with the 
2 spinors.) We also classify the o-matrices by their symmetry properties only when its 
2 spinor indices are for equivalent representations, so they are unrelated to complex 
conjugation (both indices undotted), and thus their symmetry is determined by the 


Euclidean case. 
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We now summarize the results obtained by the methods sketched above for spinors 
w, metrics 7 (symmetric) and 2 (antisymmetric), and o-matrices, in terms of D mod 
8 and D_ mod 4: 


0 1 2 3 
Euclidean Lorentz conformal 


Nob No”? 1 Ne No” 1 


9 [af] 9 [a] 


(We have omitted the vector indices on the o-matrices. We have also omitted metrics 


which are complex conjugates or inverses of those shown, or are the same but with all 
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indices primed, where relevant.) Also, not indicated in the table is the fact that 13 
is positive definite for the Euclidean case and half-positive, half-negative otherwise. 
Finally, the dimension of the spinors is 2°?~)/? for D odd and 2\°-?)/? (Weyl spinor) 
for D even. These N x N metrics define classical groups as subgroups of GL(N, C): 


Nop > SO(N,C) 
Qag — Sp(N,C) 
noe — GL(N, R) 
Q,2 3 GL*(N) (=U*(N)) 


Q. 
af 


tas Na? 1, > SO(N) (or SO(E,¥)) 


Nap 2° Q.5 — SO*(N) 
Meo Na? 2 > Sp(N) 
Nap Man, + USPN) (or USP, ¥)) 


(When the matrix has a trace, the group can be factored into the corresponding 
“S”-group times an abelian factor U(1) or GL(1, R).) 


The o-matrices satisfy the obvious relation analogous to the y-matrix anticom- 
mutation relations: Contract a pair of spinors on 2 o-matrices and symmetrize in 
the vector indices and you get (twice) the metric for the vector representation (the 


SO(D,,D_) metric) times a Kronecker 6 in the remaining spinor indices: 


_— more = oP = oF (ayo BN) = 25.4 (5.3.11) 


and similarly for expressions with dotted and undotted (or primed and unprimed) 


indices switched. (We have raised indices with spinor metrics when necessary. ) 


Although (irreducible) spinors thus have many differences in different dimensions, 
there are some properties which are dimension-independent, and it will prove useful 
to change notation to emphasize those similarities. We therefore define spinors which 
are real in all dimensions (or would be real after a complex similarity transformation, 
and therefore satisfy a generalized Majorana condition). For those kinds of spinors 


in the above table which are complex or pseudoreal, this means making a bigger 
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spinor which contains the real and imaginary components of the previous one as 
independent components. If the original spinor was complex (D,—D_ twice odd), the 
new spinor is reducible to an irreducible spinor and its inequivalent complex conjugate 
representation, which transform oppositely with respect to an internal U(1) generator 
(“ys”). If the original spinor was pseudoreal (D, — D_ = 3,4,5 mod 8), the new 
spinor reduces to 2 equivalent irreducible spinor representations, which transform as 


a doublet with respect to an internal SU(2). 


The net result for these real spinors is that we have the following analog of the 


above table for those properties which hold for all values of D: 


0 1 2 3 
Euclidean Lorentz | conformal 


These 7-matrices satisfy the same relations as the o-matrices in (5.3.11). (In fact, they 
are identical for D, = D_ mod 8.) Their additional, D,-dependent properties can 
be described by additional metrics: (1) the internal symmetry generators mentioned 
above; and (2) for D odd, a metric Mag or Mag which relates the 2 types of spinors 


(since there are 2 independent irreducible spinor representations only for D even). 


Similar methods of first-quantization will be applied in sect. 7.2 to the spinning 
string, which has spin-0 and spin-1/2 ground states. Classical mechanics actions for 
particles with other spins (or strings with ground states with other spins), i.e., gauge 
fields, are not known. (For the superstring, however, a nonmanifestly supersymmetric 
formalism can be obtained by a truncation of the spinning string, eliminating some 
of the ground states.) On the other hand, the BRST approach of chap. 3 allows 
the treatment of the quantum mechanics of arbitrary gauge fields. Furthermore, the 
superparticle, described in the following section, is described classical-mechanically 
by a spin-0 or spin-1/2 superfield, which includes component gauge fields, just as the 


string has component gauge fields in its excited modes. 
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5.4. Supersymmetric 


The superparticle is obtained from the spinless particle by symmetrizing with 
respect to the supersymmetry of the higher-dimensional space in which the one- 
dimensional world line of the particle is imbedded. (For reviews of supersymmetry, 
see [1.17].) As for the spinless particle, a full understanding of this action consists of 
just understanding the algebras of the covariant derivatives and equations of motion. 
In order to describe arbitrary D, we work with the general real spinors of the pre- 
vious section. The covariant derivatives are pa (momentum) and d, (anticommuting 
spinor), with 


{da, dg} = 2 wade (5.4.1) 


(the other graded commutators vanish), where the 7 matrices are symmetric in their 
spinor indices and satisfy 
A ca Ot GO « 3 (5.4.2) 


as described in the previous section. This algebra is represented in terms of coordi- 
nates x* (spacetime) and 0° (anticommuting), and their partial derivatives 0, and 
On, as 

pHs , dy=O0e +i Os. (5.4.3) 


These covariant derivatives are invariant under supersymmetry transformations gen- 


erated by pg and qq, which form the algebra 


{qa, 9p} = 27" o6Pa - (5.4.4) 


Dq is given above, and qq is represented in terms of the same coordinates as 
da = Oa — 17 op0"Oq (5.4.5) 


(See (5.3.1) for D = 1.) All these objects also transform covariantly under Lorentz 


transformations generated by 
Jap = —12X[aPb =e 70° aay Vo Og =F Mw ’ (5.4.6) 


where we have included the (coordinate-independent) spin term My». (In comparison 
with (2.2.4), the spin operator here gives just the spin of the superfield, which is 
a function of x and @, whereas the spin operator there includes the 00 term, and 
thus gives the spin of the component fields resulting as the coefficients of a Taylor 


expansion of the superfield in powers of 0.) 
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As described in the previous section, even for “simple” supersymmetry (the small- 
est supersymmetry for that dimension), these spinors are reducible if the irreducible 
spinor representation isn’t real, and reduce to the direct sum of an irreducible spinor 
and its complex conjugate. However, we can further generalize by letting the spinor 
represent more than one of such real spinors (and some of each of the 2 types that 
are independent when D is twice odd), and still use the same notation, with a single 
index representing all spinor components. (5.4.1-6) are then unchanged (except for 
the range of the spinor index). However, the nature of the supersymmetry repre- 
sentations will depend on D, and on the number of minimal supersymmetries. In 
the remainder of this section we’ll stick to this notation to manifest those properties 
which are independent of dimension, and include such things as internal-symmetry 


generators when required for dimension-dependent properties. 


For a massless, real, scalar field, p? = 0 is the only equation of motion, but for a 
massless, real, scalar superfield, the additional equation pd = 0 (where d is the spinor 
derivative) is necessary to impose that the superfield is a unitary representation of 
(on-shell) supersymmetry [5.12]: Since the hermitian supersymmetry generators q 
satisfy {q,q} ~ p, we have that {pq, pq} ~ p?p = 0, but on unitary representations 
any hermitian operator whose square vanishes must also vanish, so 0 = pq = pd up to 
a term proportional to p? = 0. This means that only half the q’s are nonvanishing. We 
can further divide these remaining q’s in (complex) halves as creation and annihilation 
operators. A massless, irreducible representation of supersymmetry is then specified 
in this nonmanifestly Lorentz covariant approach by fixing the “Clifford” vacuum of 
these creation and annihilation operators to be an irreducible representation of the 


Poincaré group. 


Unfortunately, the p? and pd equations are not sufficient to determine an irre- 
ducible representation of supersymmetry, even for a scalar superfield (with certain 
exceptions in D < 4) since, although they kill the unphysical half of the q’s, they 
don’t restrict the Clifford vacuum. The latter restriction requires extra constraints 
in a manifestly Lorentz covariant formalism. There are several ways to find these 
additional constraints: One is to consider coupling to external fields. The simplest 
case is external super- Yang-Mills (which will be particularly relevant for strings). The 


generalization of the covariant derivatives is 


de SV eH 4,474. 
Pa > Va=Patla - (5.4.7) 
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We thus have a graded covariant derivative V4, A = (a,a). Without loss of generality, 
we consider cases where the only physical fields in the super- Yang-Mills multiplet are 
a vector and a spinor. The other cases (containing scalars) can be obtained easily by 
dimensional reduction. Then the commutation relations of the covariant derivatives 
become [5.13] 


{Va, Va} =27°aeVa , 
[Vers Val = 2yeagW" 4 
(Ve, Vil =Fa (5.4.8) 
where W°® is the super- Yang-Mills field strength (at @ = 0, the physical spinor field), 


and consistency of the Jacobi (Bianchi) identities requires 


YalaBY ys =0 . (5.4.9) 


This condition (when maximal Lorentz invariance is assumed, i.e., SO(D-1,1) for a 
taking D values) implies spacetime dimensions D = 3,4,6,10 , and “antispacetime” 
dimensions (the number of values of the index a) D’ = 2(D— 2). (The latter identity 
follows from multiplying (5.4.9) by °°? and using (5.4.2).) The generalization of the 


equations of motion is [5.14] 
pd > YPVVe , 
ap) VV t WV (5.4.10) 


but closure of this algebra also requires new equations of motion which are certain 
Lorentz pieces of ViqV gj. Specifically, in D = 3 there is only one Lorentz piece (a 
scalar), and it gives the usual field equations for a scalar multiplet [5.15]; in D = 4 the 
scalar piece again gives the usual equations for a chiral scalar multiplet, but the (axial) 
vector piece gives the chirality condition (after appropriate normal ordering); in D = 6 
only the self-dual third-rank antisymmetric tensor piece appears in the algebra, and 
it gives equations satisfied by scalar multiplets (but not by tensor multiplets, which 
are also described by scalar superfield strengths, but can’t couple minimally to Yang- 
Mills) [5.16]; but in D = 10 no multiplet is described because the only one possible 
would be Yang-Mills itself, but its field strength W° carries a Lorentz index, and the 
equations described above (which apply only to scalars) need extra terms containing 


Lorentz generators. 


Another way to derive the modifications is to use superconformal transformations. 
The superconformal groups [5.17] are actually easier to derive than the supersymme- 


try groups because they are just graded versions of classical groups. Specifically, the 
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classical supergroups (see [5.18] for a review) have defining representations defined in 
terms of a metric M wk which makes them unitary (or pseudounitary, if the metric 
isn’t positive definite), and sometimes also a graded-symmetric metric M 4p, and thus 
M 4b by combining them (and their inverses). The generators which have bosonic- 
bosonic or fermionic-fermionic indices are bosonic, and those with bosonic-fermionic 
are fermionic. (The choice of which parts of the A index are bosonic and which are 
fermionic can be reversed, but this doesn’t affect the statistics of the group genera- 
tors.) Since the bosonic subgroup of the supergroups with just the M ae metric is 
the direct product of 2 unitary groups, those supergroups are called (S)SU(M|N) for 
M values of the index of one statistics and N of the other, where the S is because a 
(graded) trace condition is imposed, and there is a second S for M=N because then 
a second trace can be removed (so each of the 2 unitary subgroups becomes SU(N)). 
The supergroups which also have the graded-symmetric metric M 4g have a bosonic 
subgroup which is orthogonal in the sector where the metric is symmetric and sym- 


plectic in the sector where it is antisymmetric. In this case we choose the metric M ie 


also to have graded symmetry, in such a way that the metric M ab obtained from 
their product is totally symmetric, so the defining representation is real, or totally 
antisymmetric, so the representation is pseudoreal. The former is generally called 
OSp(M|2N), and we call the latter OSp*(M|2N). 


We next assume that the anticommuting generators of these supergroups are 
to be identified with the conformal generalization of the supersymmetry generators. 
Thus, one index is to be identified with an internal symmetry, and the other with a 
conformal spinor index. The conformal spinor reduces to 2 Lorentz spinors, one of 
which is the usual supersymmetry, the “square root” of translations, and the other 
of which is “S-supersymmetry,” the square root of conformal boosts. The choice of 


supergroup then follows immediately from the graded generalization of the conformal 


spinor metrics appearing in the table of the previous section [5.19]: 


a EGU 


et a 
or (”)4@(”)- (?)4@( 7 


| 5,7 || OSp*(2v[2N) SO*(2 — (2N) | SL¥(v J@USP( (2N) 


| OSp* (2v|2N) ; 
or (”)4@(”)— (?)+@( 
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where “dim-0” are the generators which commute with dilatations (see sect. 2.2), so 
the last column gives Lorentz@internal symmetry (at least). v is the dimension of 
the (irreducible) Lorentz spinor (1/2 that of the conformal spinor), N is the number 
of minimal supersymmetries, and D(>2) is the dimension of (Minkowski) spacetime 
(with conformal group SO(D,2), so 2 less than the D in the previous table). The 2 
choices for twice-odd D depend on whether we choose to represent the superconformal 
group on both primed and unprimed spinors. If so, there can be a separate N and 
N’. Again, we have used * to indicate groups which are Wick rotations such that 
the defining representation is pseudoreal instead of real. (SL* is sometimes denoted 


SU*.) 
Unfortunately, as discussed in the previous section, the bosonic subgroup acting 
on the conformal spinor part of the defining representation, as defined by the spinor 
metrics (plus the trace condition, when relevant) gives a group bigger than the con- 
formal group unless D < 6. However, we can still use D < 6, and perhaps some of the 
qualitative features of D > 6, for our analysis of massless field equations. We then 
generalize our analysis of sect. 2.2 from conformal to superconformal. It’s sufficient 
to apply just the S-supersymmetry generators to just the Klein-Gordon operator. We 
then find [2.6,5.19]: 
a{p” , Jao} + a{pa, A} = p’Man + Da (0 = D=2) 


, (0.4.11 
Fo%s| + +++ = digdg +--: ( ) 


Li? — f= sa — | 


where the last expression means certain Lorentz pieces of dd plus certain terms con- 
taining Lorentz and internal symmetry generators. In particular, &Yave*?dadg + 
$PiaM bq is the supersymmetric analog of the Pauli-Lubansky vector [5.20]. The vec- 


tor equation is (2.2.8) again, derived in essentially the same way. 
For the constraints we therefore choose [5.21] 
A= , 
BX = pedg 
Cabe = 1eYVabe“’dadg + sPiaM og, 
Da =M.’pytkpa ; (5.4.12a) 


or, In matrix notation, 
ao Te 
A = 3p ; 


B=jpd , 
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Cahe = A YVabed ae $P (aM be} ; 
D, =M,’mt+kpa ; (5.4.12b) 


where out of (5.4.11) we have chosen A and D as for nonsupersymmetric theories 
(sect. 2.2), B for unitarity (as explained above), and just the Pauli-Lubansky part 
of the rest (which is all of it for D=10), the significance of which will be explained 


below. 


These constraints satisfy the algebra 


{B,B} =4pA , 
[Da, Di) = —2M nA —_ PiaP 9] ) 
\Gabes B) = —8YarcdA ) 


(Cate, Dal = NaePePa 
ier Cass = —1[5;al*p.C°4 p = (abc - def )| ra raed (4? aes a 26,a!*5.Py7 ,)B 5 


(est =O (5.4.13) 


with some ambiguity in how the right-hand side is expressed due to the relations 


PD SQA. > 
pB =2dA , 
dB =2(trNDA , 
SP aC bed] = = 5d abeaB ) 
PCea =2MwA+ piaDPy+ wedyaB . (5.4.14) 


(ab 7 FY [ab etc.) 


In the case of supersymmetry with an internal symmetry group (extended su- 
persymmetry, or even simple supersymmetry in D=5,6,7), there is an additional con- 


straint analogous to Cy. for superisospin: 
Cand = zdVa0 ined + DaM int . (5.4.15) 


int are the matrix generators of the internal symmetry group, in the representation 
to which d belongs, and M;,,; are those which act on the external indices of the 


superfield. 
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Unfortunately, there are few superspin-0 multiplets that are contained within 
spin-0, isospin-0 superfields (i.e., that themselves contain spin-0, isospin-0 compo- 
nent fields). In fact, the only such multiplets of physical interest in D>4 are N=1 
Yang-Mills in D=9 and N=2 nonchiral supergravity in D=10. (For a convenient listing 
of multiplets, see [5.22].) However, by the method described in the previous section, 
spinor representations for the Lorentz group can be introduced. By including “y- 
matrices” for internal symmetry, we can also introduce defining representations for the 
internal symmetry groups for which they are equivalent to the spinor representations 
of orthogonal groups (i.e., SU(2)=USp(2)=SO(3), USp(4)=SO(5), SU(4)=SO(6), 
SO(4)-vector=SO(3)-spinor®SO(3)/-spinor, SO(8)-vector=SO(8)’-spinor). Further- 
more, arbitrary U(1) representations can be described by adding extra terms without 
introducing additional coordinates. This allows the description of most superspin- 
0 multiplets, but with some notable exceptions (e.g., 11D supergravity). However, 
these equations are not easily generalized to nonzero superspins, since, although the 
superspin operator is easy to identify in the light-cone formalism (see below), the cor- 
responding operator would be nonlocal in a covariant description (or appear always 


with an additional factor of momentum). 


We next consider the construction of mechanics actions. These equations describe 
only multiplets of superspin 0, i.e., the smallest representations of a given supersym- 
metry algebra, for reasons to be described below. (This is no restriction in D=3, 
where superspin doesn’t exist, and in D=4 arbitrary superspin can be treated by a 
minor modification, since there superspin is abelian.) As described in the previous 
section, only spin-0 and spin-1/2 superfields can be described by classical mechanics, 
and we begin with spin-0, dropping spin terms in (5.4.12), and the generator D. The 
action is then given by (3.1.10), where [5.23] 


oe = (27; 0") » A= (Da; Ida) ) 
Mey4(z) = (& — 090,80), 
iGi(m) = (A, B%,Cate) (5.4.16) 


Upon quantization, the covariant derivatives become 
Ta = tea” Om =1(0a,00 +177 0g0"00)  , (5.4.17) 
which are invariant under the supersymmetry transformations 


dxu=E-tweyO , d0=e . (5.4.18) 
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The transformation laws then follow directly from (3.1.11), with the aid of (5.4.13) 


for the \ transformations. 


The classical mechanics action can be quantized covariantly by BRST methods. 
In particular, the transformations generated by B [5.24] (with parameter «) close on 


those generated by A (with parameter €): 
dz =Ept+in(yd+py0) , d0=pr , 
dp=0 , bd=2p*k , 
6g =E4+4inpd , SbHk . (5.4.19) 


Because of the second line of (5.4.14), the ghosts have a gauge invariance similar to 
the original « invariance, and then the ghosts of those ghosts again have such an 
invariance, etc., ad infinitum. This is a consequence of the fact that only half of 0 
can be gauged away, but there is generally no Lorentz representation with half the 
components of a spinor, so the spinor gauge parameter must itself be half gauge, etc. 
Although somewhat awkward, the infinite set of ghosts is straightforward to find. 
Furthermore, if derived from the light cone, the OSp(1,1|2) generators automatically 
contain this infinite number of spinors: There, @ is first-quantized in the same way as 
the Dirac spinor was second-quantized in sect. 3.5, and 6 obtains an infinite number 
of components (as an infinite number of ordinary spinors) as a result of being a 
representation of a graded Clifford algebra (specifically, the Heisenberg algebras of 


y* and 7°). This analysis will be made in the next section. 


On the other hand, the analysis of the constraints is simplest in the light-cone 
formalism. The A, B, and D equations can be solved directly, because they are all of 
the form p- f =p,f—o+--:: 


1 
A= 7 p= pi? ’ 
2p+ 
1 
B=0 > yd= Bp ViPiY-744 , 
P+ 
1 . 
D=0 — M_; = —(M,’p; + kp;) ; M_4. = ; (5.4.20a) 
D+ 


where we have chosen the corresponding gauges 


ye = 0" 
M,, =0 . (5.4.20b) 
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These solutions restrict the x’s, 0’s, and Lorentz indices, respectively, to those of the 


light cone. (Effectively, D is reduced by 2, except that p, remains.) 


However, a superfield which is a function of a light-cone @ is not an irreducible 
representation of supersymmetry (except sometimes in D<4), although it is a unitary 
one. In fact, C is just the superspin operator which separates the representations: Due 


to the other constraints, all its components are linearly related to 
Crig = D+ Mi + wedysrid (5.4.21) 


Up to a factor of p,, this is the light-cone superspin: On an irreducible representation 
of supersymmetry, it acts as an irreducible representation of SO(D-2). In D=4 this 
can be seen easily by noting that the irreducible representations can be represented 
in terms of chiral superfields (d = 0) with different numbers of d’s acting on them, 
and the dd in C just counts the numbers of d’s. In general, if we note that the full 


light-cone Lorentz generator can be written as 
" O 
Jig = tap + 20 Vag + Mig 


; i 1 
== ea dep. 18 ae Topo 1+ 704 + Mi 


nN 1 
= Je + —C +i; 5 (5.4.22) 
P+ 


then, by expressing any state in terms of q’s acting on the Clifford vacuum, we see that 
J gives the correct transformation for those q’s and the x-dependence of the Clifford 
vacuum, so C/p, gives the spin of the Clifford vacuum less the contribution of the 
qq term on it, i.e., the superspin. Unfortunately, the mechanics action can’t handle 
spin operators for irreducible representations (either for M/;; or the superspin), so we 
must restrict ourselves not only to spin 0 (referring to the external indices on the 
superfield), but also superspin 0 (at least at the classical mechanics level). Thus, the 
remaining constraint C = 0 is the only possible (first-class) constraint which can make 
the supersymmetry representation irreducible. The constraints (5.4.12) are therefore 
necessary and sufficient for deriving the mechanics action. However, if we allow the 
trivial kind of second-class constraints that can be solved in terms of matrices, we can 
generalize to spin-1/2. In principle, we could also do superspin-1/2, but this leads to 
covariant fields which are just those for superspin-0 with an extra spinor index tagged 
on, which differs by factors of momentum (with appropriate index contractions) from 


the desired expressions. (Thus, the superspin operator would be nonlocal on the 
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latter.) Isospin-1/2 can be treated similarly (and superisospin-1/2, but again as a 
tagged-on index). 

The simplest nontrivial example is D=4. (In D=3, C4,; vanishes, since the trans- 
verse index i takes only one value.) There light-cone spinors have only 1 (complex) 
component, and so does C,,;. For this case, we can (and must, for an odd number N 


of supersymmetries) modify Cape: 
Cake = 54 Yaved a SP [aM bey a tHeaeap™ ’ (5.4.23) 
where H is the “superhelicity.” We then find 
UL =, 
Cig = P+€ig (1 +1H — i—|da, ) 7 (5.4.24) 
Ap. 


where M;; = €;;M and {dg,d?} = p,6,”, and a is an SU(N) index. The “helicity” 
h is given by M = —7h, and we then find by expanding the field over chiral fields ¢ 
[5.25-27] (dd = 0) 


yr (de? -— H=h+ 7(Qn-N) . (5.4.25) 


Specifying both the spin and superhelicity of the original superfield fixes both h and 
H, and thus determines n. Note that this requires H to be quarter-(odd-)integral for 
odd N. In general, the SU(N) representation of ¢ also needs to be specified, and the 
relevant part of (5.4.15) is 


Cya® = py av," — iF — ([da, 4°] — 35a? Ide, *)| (5.4.26) 


and the vanishing of this quantity forces ¢ to be an SU(N)-singlet. (More general 
cases can be obtained simply by tacking extra indices onto the original superfield, 
and thus onto @.) 


We next consider 10D super Yang-Mills. The appropriate superfield is a Weyl 
or Majorana spinor, so we include terms as in the previous section in the mechanics 
action. To solve the remaining constraint, we first decompose SO(9,1) covariant 


spinors and y-matrices to SO(8) light-cone ones as 


da = gle ( 8 
a d_ b) 


bl? Se) a oe a) 3 
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drbr' + Urdr! = dr'Ur + Uridr = 2ar-br , 
jo =)... BeWa yy BPS a (5.4.27) 


(We could choose the Majorana representation = J, but other representations can 


be more convenient.) The independent supersymmetry-covariant derivatives are then 


0 
oot 


In order to introduce chiral light-cone superfields, we further reduce SO(8) to 
SO(6)@SO(2)=U(4) notation: 


dis Pab Oa?pr 0 I 
oO = , v= 
* ( d? Pr ( Op PL poe I 0 


pee Se neal x (5.4.29) 


d, = +p.u0T , pr, py . (5.4.28) 


In terms of this “euphoric” notation, the constraints C+,;; are written on the SO(6)- 


spinor superfield as 


Lv f¥e\ a { Serta Harve \ 1 ia)) (“ 
mete ) — = is & 5,°p? + vioge) 78 a “Ap, ([da, d®] — 50a? (da, d*]) be ’ 


1, (We be\ 1 am (Ve 
sete (Ge) <8 (Ge) altel (SE) 


1 Cc ‘ abc pa 1 Cc 
5 Cia i sgh (‘ i ~ isda & ’ (5.4.30) 


and the complex conjugate equation for C2”. (Note that it is crucial that the original 
SO(10) superfield ~° was a spinor of chirality opposite to that of d, in order to obtain 
soluble equations.) The solution to the first 2 equations gives w in terms of a chiral 
superfield ¢, 

Wa=dad , (5.4.31) 


and that to the third equation imposes the self-duality condition [5.25-27] 
He dadydedad = py? (5.4.31) 
This can also be written as 
{II [(1) 274]}o=6 + fad e®mr+/2g(o%) =[o(n)]* . (6.4.32) 


This corresponds to the fact that in the mechanics action 7 reversal on 9° includes 
multiplication by the charge conjugation matrix, which switches 6? with 6,, which 
equals —(2/p,)0/06* by the chirality condition d? = 0. 


106 5. PARTICLE 


These results are equivalent to those obtained from first-quantization of a me- 
chanics action with d, = 0 as a second-class constraint [5.28]. (This is the analog of 
the constraint 7 = 0 of the previous section.) This is effectively the same as drop- 
ping the d terms from the action, which can then be written in second-order form by 
eliminating p by its equation of motion. This can be solved either by using a chiral 


superfield [5.27] as a solution to this constraint in a Gupta-Bleuler formalism, 
PO20 Se -hgso- = | odo =e (5.4.33) 


or by using a superfield with a real 4-component @ [5.26] as a solution to this con- 
straint before quantization (but after going to a light-cone gauge), determining half 
the remaining components of y_@ to be the canonical conjugates of the other half. 
However, whereas either of these methods with second-class constraints requires the 
breaking of manifest Lorentz covariance just for the formulation of the (field) theory, 
the method we have described above has constraints on the fields which are mani- 
festly Lorentz covariant ((5.4.12)). Furthermore, this second-class approach requires 
that (5.4.32) be imposed in addition, whereas in the first-class approach it and the 
chirality condition automatically followed together from (5.4.21) (and the ordinary 
reality of the original SO(9,1) spinor superfield). 


On the other hand, the formalism with second-class constraints can be derived 
from the first-class formalism without M,», terms (and thus without D in (5.4.12)) 
[5.29]: Just as A and B were solved at the classical level to obtain (5.4.20), C = 0 can 
also be solved classically. To be specific, we again consider D = 10. Then C+;; = 0 
is equivalent to dj,d,j = 0 (where pz is an 8-valued light-cone spinor index). (They 
are just different linear combinations of the same 28 antisymmetric quadratics in 
d, which are the only nonvanishing d products classically.) This constraint implies 
the components of d are all proportional to the same anticommuting scalar, times 


different commuting factors: 
Cp SO. tee Sy = eas (5.4.34a) 


where c is anticommuting and ¢ commuting. Furthermore, C,;; are just SO(8) gen- 
erators on d, and thus their gauge transformation can be used to rotate it in any 
direction, thus eliminating all but 1 component [5.30]. (This is clear from triality, 
since the spinor 8 representation is like the vector 8.) Specifically, we choose the 
gauge parameters of the C transformations to depend on ¢ in such a way as to rotate 


¢ in any one direction, and then redefine c to absorb the remaining ¢ factor: 


C gauges. dba eo (5.4.34b) 
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In this gauge, the C constraint itself is trivial, since it is antisymmetric in d’s. Finally, 


we quantize this one remaining component c of d to find 
quantization: =p, 3 c=+/p, . (5.4.34c) 


c has been determined only up to a sign, but there is a residual C gauge invariance, 
since the C rotation can also be used to rotate ¢ in the opposite direction, changing its 
sign. After using the gauge invariance to make all but one component of ¢ vanish, this 
sign change is the only part of the gauge transformation which survives. It can then 
be used to choose the sign in (5.4.34c). Thus, all the d’s are determined (although 1 
component is nonvanishing), and we obtain the same set of coordinates (a and q, no 
d) as in the second-class formalism. The C constraint can also be solved completely 
at the quantum mechanical level by Gupta-Bleuler methods [5.29]. The SO(D-2) 
generators represented by C are then divided up into the Cartan subalgebra, raising 
operators, and lowering operators. The raising operators are imposed as constraints 
(on the ket, and the lowering operators on the bra), implying only the highest-weight 
state survives, and the generators of the Cartan subalgebra are imposed only up to 


“normal-ordering” constants, which are just the weights of that state. 


The components of this chiral superfield can be identified with the usual vector 
+ spinor [5.26,27]: 
o(x, ) = 
(py) *Ar(x) + 6*(p4)*Xa(x) + 0°*? Aap (2) + Pax*(x) + O%(py)Ar(x) , (5.4.35) 
and the 6 = 0 components of y,.~ = (wa, ¥*) can be identified with the spinor. Alter- 


natively, the vector + spinor content can be obtained directly from the vanishing of 
C,;; of (5.4.21), without using euphoric notation: We first note that the I’-matrices of 
Mj; are represented by 2 spinors, corresponding to the 2 different chiralities of spinors 
in SO(8). SO(8) has the property of “triality,” which is the permutation symmetry 
of these 2 spinors with the vector representation. (All are 8-component representa- 
tions.) Since the anticommutation relations of d are just a triality transformation of 
those of the I’’s (modulo p,’s), they are represented by the other 2 representations: 
a spinor of the other chirality and a vector. The same holds for the representation 
of gq. Thus, the direct product of the representations of I and d includes a singlet 
(superspin 0), picked out by C+;; = 0, so the total SO(8) representation (generated 
by J;; of (5.4.22)) is just that of g, a spinor (of opposite chirality) and a vector. 


There is another on-shell method of analysis of (super)conformal theories that is 


manifestly covariant and makes essential use of spinors. This method expresses the 


108 5. PARTICLE 


fields in terms of the “spinor” representation of the superconformal group. (The ordi- 
nary conformal group is the case N=0.) The spinor is defined in terms of generalized 


y-matrices (“twistors” [5.31] or “supertwistors” [5.32]): 
{VA P| ioe 64” ’ (5.4.36) 


where the index has been lowered by i and the grading is such that the conformal 
spinor part has been chosen commuting and the internal part anticommuting, just as 
ordinary y-matrices have bosonic (vector) indices but are anticommuting. The anti- 
commuting y’s are then closely analogous to the light-cone supersymmetry generators 


y_q. The generators are then represented as 
G4, ~ FB ‘ (5.4.37) 


with graded (anti)symmetrization or traces subtracted, as appropriate. The case 
of OSp(1,1|2) has been treated in (3.5.1). A representation in terms of the usual 
superspace coordinates can then be generated by coset-space methods, as described in 
sect. 2.2. We begin by identifying the subgroup of the supergroup which corresponds 
to supersymmetry (by picking 1 of the 2 Lorentz spinors in the conformal spinor 
generator) and translations (by closure of supersymmetry). We then equate their 
representation in (5.4.37) (analogous to the J’s of sect. 2.2) with their representation 
in (5.4.3,5) (analogous to the J’s of sect. 2.2). (The constant y-matrices of (5.4.3,5) 
should not be confused with the operators of (5.4.36).) This results in an expression 
analogous to (2.2.6), where ®(0) is a function of half of (linear combinations of) 
the y’s of (5.4.36) (the other half being their canonical conjugates). (For example, 
the bosonic part of y4 is a conformal spinor which is expressed as a Lorentz spinor 
Cq and its canonical conjugate. (5.4.37) then gives pa = Ya%’Ca¢g, which implies 
p? = 0 in D = 3,4,6,10 due to (5.4.9).) We then integrate over these y’s to obtain 
a function of just the usual superspace coordinates x and @. Due to the quadratic 
form of the momentum generator in terms of the y’s, it describes only positive energy. 
Negative energies, for antiparticles, can be introduced by adding to the field a term 
for the complex conjugate representation. At least in D=3,4,6,10 this superfield 
satisfies p? = 0 as a consequence of the explicit form of the generators (5.4.37), and 
as a consequence all the equations which follow from superconformal transformations. 
These equations form a superconformal tensor which can be written covariantly as an 
expression quadratic in G4g. In D=4 an additional U(1) acting on the twistor space 
can be identified as the (little group) helicity, and in D=6 a similar SU(2)(@SU(2)’ if 
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the primed supergroup is also introduced) appears. ((5.4.34a) is also a supertwistor 


type of relation.) 


The cases D=3,4,6,10 [5.33] are especially interesting not only for the above 
reason and (5.4.9) but also because their various spacetime groups form an interesting 
pattern if we consider these groups to be the same for these different dimensions 
except that they are over different generalized number systems A called “division 
algebras.” These are generalizations of complex numbers which can be written as 
Z= 2+ V7 ze, {ei,e;} = —26;;, where n=0,1,3, or 7. Choosing for the different 


dimensions the division algebras 


real 


complex 


D 
3 
4 
6 


10 | octonion 


quaternion 


we have the correspondence 


SIi(1,A)  =SO(D—2) 

SU(2,A)  =SO(D- " 

SU(1,1,A) =SO(D—2,1) 

SL(2,A)  =SO(D-1 Ae (OOS) 
su'(4,A) = SO(D,2) 


SU(N|4,A) = superconformal 


where SL, means only the real part (zo) of the trace of the defining representation 
vanishes, by SU’ we mean traceless and having the metric Q 5 (vs. a3 for SU), 
and the graded SU has metric M ,. = (17,572, 5) (in that order). The ° refers 
to generalized conjugation e; — —e; (and the e; are invariant under transposition, 
although their ordering inside the matrices changes). The “/SO(D — 3)” refers to 
the fact that to get the desired groups we must include rotations of the D — 3 e;’s 
among themselves. The only possible exception is for the D = 10 superconformal 
groups, which don’t correspond to the OS'p(.N|32) above, and haven’t been shown 
to exist [5.34]. The light-cone form of the identity (5.4.9) ((7.3.17)) is equivalent to 
the division algebra identity |zy| = |x||y| (\a|? = vxz* = xo? + 02,2), where both 
the vector and spinor indices on the light-cone y-matrices correspond to the index for 


(zo, 2) (all ranging over D — 2 values) [5.35]. 
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A similar first-quantization analysis will be made for the superstring in sect. 7.3. 


5.5. SuperBRST 


Instead of using the covariant quantization which would follow directly from the 
constraint analysis of (5.4.12), we will derive here the BRST algebra which follows 
from the light-cone by the method of sect. 3.6, which treats bosons and fermions sym- 
metrically [3.16]. We begin with any (reducible) light-cone Poincaré representation 
which is also a supersymmetry representation, and extend also the light-cone super- 
symmetry generators to 4+4 extra dimensions. The resulting OSp(D+1,3|4) spinor 
does not commute with the BRST OSp(1,1|2) generators, and thus mixes physical and 
unphysical states. Fortunately, this extended supersymmetry operator q can easily 
be projected down to its OSp(1,1|2) singlet piece go. We begin with the fact that the 
light-cone supersymmetry generator is a tensor operator in a spinor representation of 


the Lorentz group: 
[Jav,q] = 30nd, (5.5.1) 


where Yap = 37 (a0): (All y’s are now Dirac y-matrices, not the generalized y’s of 
(5.4.1,2).) As a result, its extension to 4+4 extra dimensions transforms with respect 
to the U(1)-type OSp(1,1|2) as 


[Jap,q} =—a(yaatyap)q . (5.5.2) 


It will be useful to combine y,4 and 7,4 into creation and annihilation operators as in 
(4.5.9): 


ya=aataly, , ya =t(aa—atly) ; {aa,alg] =nap (5.5.3) 


> 3(yabt+ ae’) = al 4ap) ; (5.5.4) 


(at ,ag, without symmetrization, are a representation of U(1,1|1,1).) We choose 
boundary conditions such that all “states” can be created by the creation operators 
a' from a “vacuum” annihilated by the annihilation operators a. (This choice, elim- 
inating states obtained from a second vacuum annihilated by a‘, is a type of Weyl 
projection.) This vacuum is a fermionic spinor (acted on by y,) whose statistics are 


changed by a'® (but not by a';). If q is a real spinor, we can preserve this reality by 


choosing a representation where 74 is real and y“’ is imaginary. (In the same way, for 


the ordinary harmonic oscillator the ground state can be chosen to be a real function 
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of x, and the creation operator ~ x — 0/Ozx preserves the reality.) The corresponding 


charge-conjugation matrix is C = iys, where 
1 cd Aa 
ve = Bly yeetT2 TE, (5.5.5) 


with 7 = (7° ,7°). (e%'"/4 converts to the representation where both y4 and 7“ 


are real.) 


We now project to the OSp(1,1|2) singlet 


[Jas,G}=9 > q=d(a'aa)a , (5.5.6) 


where the Kronecker 6 projects down to ground states with respect to these creation 
operators. It satisfies 
d(ata)a' =ad(ata) =0 . (S50) 


This projector can be rewritten in various forms: 


™ du 
e€ 


iuat4a, 
— : 0.0.8 
—T 21 ( ) 


6(a'4a,4) = 5(ala,)a,a_at,at_ = 
We next check that this symmetry of the physical states is the usual supersym- 


metry. We start with the light-cone commutation relations 


{q,9} =2Pp , (5.5.9) 


where P is a Weyl projector, when necessary, and, as usual, ¢ = q'n, with y the 
hermitian spinor metric satisfying y'n = ny. (n’s explicit form will change upon 
adding dimensions because of the change in signature of the Lorentz metric.) We 
then find 

{40,90} = 6(a'a)2Ppd(ala) = 2Pd(ala)y"pa_, (5.5.10) 


where the y4 and y,4 terms have been killed by the 5(a‘a)’s on the left and right. 
The factors other than 27%p,q project to the physical subspace (i.e., restrict the range 
of the extended spinor index to that of an ordinary Lorentz spinor). The analogous 
construction for the GL(1)-type OSp(1,1|2) fails, since in that case the corresponding 
projector 6(n?4y47p) = 6(n?4y4:7B)! (whereas 6(a‘a) is hermitian), and the 2 6’s 
then kill all terms in p except 7?4y4:pp. 


As a special case, we consider arbitrary massless representations of supersymme- 


try. The light-cone representation of the supersymmetry generators is (cf. (5.4.20a)) 


1 i 
G=4+—5,—7+7 Pid+ (5.5.11a) 
2p+ 
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where gq, is a self-conjugate light-cone spinor: 


7-44 =0 , {44,0} =2Py_-py .- (5.5.11) 


Thus, g; has only half as many nonvanishing components as a Lorentz spinor, and 
only half of those are independent, the other half being their conjugates. The Poincaré 
algebra is then specified by 
1 S 
j ope G+ Vig + Mia; ( ) 
where M is an irreducible representation of SO(D-2), the superspin, specifying the 
spin of the Clifford vacuum of q;. (Cf. (5.4.21,22). We have normalized the gq term 


for Majorana q.) 


After adding 4+4 dimensions, q, can be Lorentz-covariantly further divided using 


O 
= Ve (3 +29-8) 


0 0 
Yap = 148 YH aR y-0=0 , 


Be. 
ts 7 PAS waa (5.5.13) 
After substitution of (5.5.11,12) into (5.5.6), we find 
do = 5(a‘a) ma + DeLay, + %Do)9| (5.5.14) 
OO \/P+ 


From (5.5.12) we obtain the corresponding spin operators (for Majorana 6) 
f=. 0 : 7+ a) L g 
Mav = 29 av55 + Mav > Mag + Marg = 8a (atayag + Mop + Maver 


; ee z, 2 
M_i4) = —50— + Moy) % M sig = 59 _V4VarO + M gig 5 


06 
- 0 : 0 a) . 
Mig pea. 6 Io Mai. 4 ets 
27 aang si 16 5g 1+ 7-'Vo' ap 7 ( ) 
Finally, we perform the unitary transformations (3.6.13) to find 
tay (2 a 
qo = 6(a'a) 30 +27°p.0|  . (5.5.16) 


The 6 now projects out just the OSp(1,1|2)-singlet part of 0 (i.e., the usual Lorentz 
spinor): 


=—+7"D,00, 
do ao, 0 
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se 
O00” 


Oe 
OOo 
(5.5.15) can be substituted into (3.6.14). We then find the OSp(1,1|2) generators 


0 


d(a'a) , O=26(ala)d , i} — Pata) (5.0.17) 


Jia =Wopy , J-+=—te_p, , Jop= —tXapsy+ Mag , 


; ie AT 5 
+ 


— a 


2 a : ’ 
Mag = Ba (aaa) =m + Map + Mag ; 


o~ 


fa... ee 
Q,= — al sy + nae) ya" (a — iy 747 p.0) 
ts ( MM je M Ops ee 3M +10/a°) (5.5.18) 


and Ja, = —tXjaPy) + 59040 / 00 + M.» for the Lorentz generators. Finally, we can 


remove all dependence on y+ and y+ by extracting the corresponding yo factors 


contributing to the spinor metric 7: 


yo = —i34 -7-)4 - 7) = 0!» F(ala)yo = yod(ata) = d(ata) 


O O O ~ = 1a 
a V055 = 197-1455 » 8 > Oy =i90747-"_ 
(16S = (4-0 = Ay) = BVH) = 0 
Yrs Y-! 6 Vs YF = AY V4) = BY Ys V+!) = , 
Cx, 1 1 
aa? = Payee) 3 (5.5.19) 
and then convert to the harmonic oscillator basis with respect to these y’s: 
O fete 20 teatcat 
5 pal pale fa) _, Leatsal— 
a0 ao” ze 
_ = a) O 
pans 1 aa > —e8t+a- 
ee ’ 96°” a0" 
O e O 
ae t na ges 
aL aR G20 =a Ei esl). 2 
‘an 5 = P(a,a_atyat_) : (5.5.196) 


All a4’s and a'4’s can then be eliminated, and the corresponding projection operators 
(the factor multiplying P in (5.5.19b)) dropped. The only part of (5.5.18) (or the 


Lorentz generators) which gets modified is 


o~ 


Bq = —39ah 40 + (Mary + Ma*pat 3M ada), 
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ee ee ee 
1 56 Y Pa ; ~ 56 Y Pa ’ 


do = O(al*a,)q , do =<d(al*a,)o . (5.5.20) 


If we expand the first term in O,, level by level in a',’s, we find a qg at each level 
multiplying a d of the previous level. In particular, the first-level ghost qi. multiplies 
the physical dp. This means that dp = 0 is effectively imposed for only half of its 


spinor components, since the components of q are not all independent. 


An interesting characteristic of this type of BRST (as well as more conventional 
BRST obtained by first-quantization) is that spinors obtain infinite towers of ghosts. 
In fact, this is necessary to allow the most general possible gauges. The simplest 
explicit example is BRST quantization of the action of sect. 4.5 for the Dirac spinor 
quantized in a gauge where the gauge-fixed kinetic operators are all p? instead of 
p. However, these ghosts are not all necessary for the gauge invariant theory, or for 
certain types of gauges. For example, for the type of gauge invariant actions for 
spinors described in sect. 4.5, the only parts of the infinite-dimensional OSp(D-1,1|2) 
spinors which are not pure gauge are the usual Lorentz spinors. (E.g., the OSp(D- 
1,1|2) Dirac spinor reduces to an ordinary SO(D-1,1) Dirac spinor.) For gauge-fixed, 
4D N=1 supersymmetric theories, supergraphs use chains of ghost superfields which 
always terminate with chiral superfields. Chiral superfields can be irreducible off-shell 
representations of supersymmetry since they effectively depend on only half of the 
components of 9. (An analog also exists in 6D, with or without the use of harmonic 
superspace coordinates [4.12].) However, no chiral division of @ exists in 10D (@ is a 
real representation of SO(9,1)), so an infinite tower of ghost superfields is necessary 
for covariant background-field gauges. (For covariant non-background-field gauges, 
all but the usual finite Faddeev-Popov ghosts decouple.) Thus, the infinite tower is 
not just a property of the type of first-quantization used, but is an inherent property 
of the second-quantized theory. However, even in background-field gauges the infinite 
tower (except for the Faddeev-Popovs) contribute only at one loop to the effective 
action, so their evaluation is straightforward, and the only expected problem would 


be their summation. 


The basic reason for the tower of 6’s is the fact that only 1/4 (or, in the massive 
case, 1/2) of them appear in the gauge-invariant theory on-shell, but if 6 is an irre- 
ducible Lorentz representation it’s impossible to cancel 3/4 (or 1/2) of it covariantly. 


We thus effectively obtain the sums 


1-1+1-14+---= 3 , (5.5.21a) 
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ee ae es ae (5.5.21) 


(The latter series is the “square” of the former.) The positive contributions rep- 
resent the physical spinor (or @) and fermionic ghosts at even levels, the negative 
contributions represent bosonic ghosts at odd levels (contributing in loops with the 
opposite sign), and the 4 or } represents the desired contribution (as obtained directly 
in light-cone gauges). Adding consecutive terms in the sum gives a nonconvergent 
(but nondivergent in case (5.5.21la)) result which oscillates about the desired result. 
However, there are unambiguous ways to regularize these sums. For example, if 
we represent the levels in terms of harmonic oscillators (one creation operator for 
(5.5.21a), and the 2 a',’s for (5.5.21b)), these sums can be represented as integrals 
over coherent states (see (9.1.12)). For (5.5.21a), we have: 


2 
sir( lL): Si [(-1)"] = i; < e FP (z|(-1)"4 z) 
2 vy, y 
sf OO ela | Oe ected, PO Coe 
Tv 
— ar (5.5.29) 


where str is the supertrace; for (5.5.21b), the supertrace over the direct product 
corresponding to 2 sets of oscillators factors into the square of (5.5.22). (The corre- 
sponding partition function is str(#%) =1/(1 +2) =1—a2+2?—---, and for 2 sets 
of oscillators 1/(1 + x)? = 1 — 2x2 + 3x? —---.) 


An interesting consequence of (5.5.21) is the preservation of the identity 
Di=20-)P2 » D'=strs(1) , D=stry(1) ; (5.5.23) 


upon adding (2, 2/4) dimensions, where D’ and D are the “superdimensions” of a 
spinor and vector, defined in terms of supertraces of the identity for that representa- 
tion, and k is an integer which depends on whether the dimension is even or odd and 
whether the spinor is Weyl and/or Majorana (see sect. 5.3). & is unchanged by adding 
(2,2|4) dimensions, D changes by addition of 4 — 4 = 0, and, because of (5.5.21), D’ 
changes by a factor of 2? - (3)? = 1. This identity is important for super-Yang-Mills 


and superstrings. 


Before considering the action for arbitrary supersymmetric theories, we’ll first 
study the equations of motion, since the naive kinetic operators may require extra 
factors to write a suitable lagrangian. Within the OSp(1,1|/2) formalism, the gauge- 
fixed field equations are (cf. (4.4.19)) 


(p* + M*)¢ = 0 (5.5.24a) 
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when subject to the (Landau) gauge conditions [2.3] 
O.¢ =Mapo=0 . (5.5.24) 


Applying these gauge conditions to the gauge transformations, we find the residual 


gauge invariance 
5g =—439,A% , [-3(p? + M?) + G?] AP = Magh, + Cyahg =0 . (5.5.24c) 


(In the IGL(1) formalism, sect. 4.2, the corresponding equations involve just the ou 
component of Q° and the M+ and M3 components of Whew , but are equivalent, since 
M+ = M3? =0— M- =0, and Ot = M~ =0 5 O- =0.) 

For simplicity, we consider the massless case, and M ij = 0. We can then choose 
the reference frame where pg = 6,*p, and solve these equations in light-cone nota- 
tion. (The +’s and —’s now refer to the usual Lorentz components; the unphysical x_, 


p+, and y+ have already been eliminated.) The gauge conditions (5.5.24b) eliminate 


auxiliary degrees of freedom (as 0- A = p,A_ = 0 eliminates A_ in Yang-Mills), 
and (5.5.24c) eliminates remaining gauge degrees of freedom (as A, in light-cone- 


gauge Yang-Mills). We divide the spinors 0, q, 0/00, and @ into halves using y+, and 


then further divide those into complex conjugate halves as creation and annihilation 
operators, as in (5.4.27,29): 


0 = 740,70 > da,d*,0a,0 , 


iF aq. 4 dag? .055.0” (5.5.25) 


4 


where the “—” parts of 0 and q are both just partial derivatives because the mo- 
mentum dependence drops out in this frame, and d,d and q, 7 have graded harmonic 


oscillator commutators (up to factors of p,). (5.5.20) then becomes 
Oo ~ Gal Oa + daa? + Patadat+ Ona . (5.5.26) 


Since Q, consists of terms of the form AB , either A or B can be chosen as the con- 
straint in (5.5.24b), and the other will generate gauge transformations in (5.5.24c). 
We can thus choose either 0, or d* and g, and similarly for the complex conjugates, 
except for the Sp(2) singlets, where the choice is between 0, and just d® (and simi- 
larly for the complex conjugates). However, choosing both d and d (or both q and @) 
for constraints causes the field to vanish, and choosing them both for gauge genera- 
tors allows the field to be completely gauged away. As a result, the only consistent 


constraints and gauge transformations are 


d°6 = (aa@)¢=G7¢=0 , 56=0,r7_ , (5.5.27a) 
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subject to the restriction that the residual gauge transformations preserve the gauge 
choice (explicitly, (5.5.24c), although it’s more convenient to re-solve for the residual 
invariance in light-cone notation). (There is also a complex conjugate term in ¢ if it 
satisfies a reality condition. For each value of the index a, the choice of which oscillator 
is creation and which is annihilation is arbitrary, and corresponding components of d 


and d or q and g can be switched by changing gauges.) Choosing the gauge 
02004 (5.5.27b) 


for the residual gauge transformation generated by 0, = 0/00, the field becomes 


HOO S00 ) Sb Ga? Ole” 05 06)”. “dep=0! « (5.5.28) 


y is the usual chiral light-cone superfield (as in sect. 5.4), a function of only 1/4 of 
the usual Lorentz spinor 69. This agrees with the general result of equivalence to the 
light cone for U(1)-type 4+4-extended BRST given at the end of sect. 4.5. 


Since the physical states again appear in the middle of the @ expansion (including 
ghost 6’s), we can again use (4.1.1) as the action: In the light-cone gauge, from 


(5.5.28), integrating over the 6-functions, 
c- [aw d0,* dat Gy , (5.5.29) 


which is the standard light-cone superspace action [5.25]. As usual for the expansion 
of superfields into light-cone superfields, the physical light-cone superfield appears in 
the middle of the non-light-cone-6 expansion of the gauge superfield, with auxiliary 
light-cone superfields appearing at higher orders and pure gauge ones at lower orders. 
Because some of the ghost @’s are commuting, we therefore expect an infinite num- 
ber of auxiliary fields in the gauge-covariant action, as in the harmonic superspace 
formalism [4.12]. This may be necessary in general, because this treatment includes 
self-dual multiplets, such as 10D super-Yang-Mills. (This multiplet is superspin 0, 
and thus does not require the superspin M ij to be self-dual, so it can be treated in the 
OSp(1,1|2) formalism. However, an additional self-conjugacy condition on the light- 
cone superfield is required, (5.4.31b), and a covariant OSp(1,1|2) statement of this 
condition would be necessary.) However, in some cases (such as 4D N=1 supersym- 
metry) it should be possible to truncate out all but a finite number of these auxiliary 
superfields. This would require an (infinite) extension of the group OSp(1,1|2) (per- 
haps involving part of the unphysical supersymmetries aq), in the same way that 
extending IGL(1) to OSp(1,1]|2) eliminates Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary fields. 


5. PARTICLE 


The unusual form of the OSp(1, 1|2) operators for supersymmetric particles may 


require new mechanics actions for them. It may be possible to derive these actions 


by inverting the quantization procedure, first using the BRST algebra to derive the 


hamiltonian and then finding the gauge-invariant classical mechanics lagrangian. 


Exercises 


(1) 
(2) 


Derive (5.1.2) from (5.1.1) and (3.1.11). 


Show that, under the usual gauge transformation A + A+0), exp|—ig J7/ dr x- 
A(x)] transforms with a factor exp{—iq|A(a(T¢)) — A(x(7;))]}. (In a Feynman 
path integral, this corresponds to a gauge transformation of the ends of the prop- 


agator.) 


Fourier transform (5.1.13), using (5.1.14). Explicitly evaluate the proper-time 
integral in the massless case to find the coordinate-space Green function satisfying 
O G(z,2') = 6?(x — 2’) for arbitrary D > 2. Do D = 2 by differentiating with 
respect to x”, then doing the proper-time integral, and finally integrating back 
with respect to x*. (There is an infinite constant of integration which must be 


renormalized.) For comparison, do D = 2 by taking the limit from D > 2. 


Use the method described in (5.1.13,14) to evaluate the 1-loop propagator correc- 
tion in ¢° theory. Compare the corresponding calculation with the covariantized 


light-cone method of sect. 2.6. (See exercise (7) of that chapter.) 
Derive (5.2.1), and find J*. Derive (5.2.2) and the rest of the OSp(1,1|2) algebra. 


Show these results agree with those of sect. 3.4. 


Quantize (5.3.10) in the 3 supersymmetric gauges described in that section, and 
find the corresponding IGL(1) (and OSp(1,1|2), when possible) algebras in each 
case, using the methods of sects. 3.2-3. Note that the methods of sect. 3.3 require 
some generalization, since commuting antighosts can be conjugate to the corre- 
sponding ghosts and still preserve Sp(2): [Ca,Cg] ~ Cag. Show equivalence to 
the appropriate algebras of sects. 3.4-5. 


Derive the tables in sect. 5.3. (Review the group theory of SO(N) spinors, if 
necessary.) Use the tables to derive the groups, equivalent to SO(D,,D_) for 


D <6, for which these spinors are the defining representation. 


Express the real-spinor y-matrices of sect. 5.3 in terms of the o-matrices there for 


arbitrary D, and D_. Use the Majorana representation where the spinor is not 
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(10) 


(11) 
(12) 


(13) 


necessarily explicitly real, but equivalent to a real one, such that: (1) for complex 
representations, the bottom half of the spinor is the complex conjugate of the top 
half (each being irreducible); (2) for pseudoreal representations, the bottom half 
is the complex conjugate again but with the index converted with a metric to 
make it explicitly the same representation as the top; (3) for real representations, 
the spinor is just the real, irreducible one. Find the matrices representing the 


internal symmetry (U(1) for complex and SU(2) for pseudoreal). 


Check the Jacobi identities for the covariant derivatives whose algebra is given 
in (5.4.8). Check closure of the algebra (5.4.10) in D = 10, including the extra 


generator described in the text. 
Derive (5.4.13). 
Write the explicit action and transformation laws for (5.4.16). 


Write the explicit equations of motion (5.4.12), modified by (5.4.23), for a scalar 
superfield for N=1 supersymmetry in D=4. Show that this gives the usual co- 
variant constraints and field equations (up to constants of integration) for the 
chiral scalar superfield (scalar multiplet). Do the same for a spinor superfield, 


and obtain the equations for the vector-multiplet field strength. 


Derive the explicit form of the twistor fields for D=3,4,6. Find an explicit ex- 
pression for the supersymmetrized Pauli-Lubansky vector in D=4 in terms of 
supertwistors, and show that it automatically gives an explicit expression for the 
superhelicity H of (5.4.23) as an operator in supertwistor space. Show the su- 
pertwistor Pauli-Lubansky vector automatically vanishes in D=3, and derive an 


expression in D=6. 
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6. CLASSICAL MECHANICS 


6.1. Gauge covariant 


In this chapter we'll consider the mechanics action for the string and its gauge 
fixing, as a direct generalization of the treatment of the particle in the previous 


chapter. 


The first-order action for string mechanics is obtained by generalizing the 1- 
dimensional particle mechanics world-line of (5.1.1) to a 2-dimensional world sheet 
[6.1]: 

S= a ak oPeteaatPes Ps) (6.1.1) 


ad 25 
where X(o™) is the position in the higher-dimensional space in which the world 
sheet is imbedded of the point whose location in the world sheet itself is given by 
Gta (o°.0)) =e), to =dolde” =drde,-02-= (0g, 07)" = (6) er, 0/00)..and 
Smn = (—9)~/?gmn is the unit-determinant part of the 2D metric. (Actually, it has 
determinant —1.) 1/27’ is both the string tension and the rest-mass per unit length. 
(Their ratio, the square of the velocity of wave propagation in the string, is unity in 
units of the speed of light: The string is relativistic.) This action is invariant under 


2D general coordinate transformations (generalizing (5.1.4); see sect. 4.1): 
Ox =€ Omer 
OP SOE Py Prone 
6g” Sa. g) =e ose (6.1.2) 


Other forms of this action which result from eliminating various combinations of 


the auxiliary fields P™ and gmn are 


1. fa? . 1 
oe ed ci PU Soh (POaax ty) = Soko. x (6.1.3a) 
a 20 911 11 
ae do [xX -P°-d i pes =X 1(P° — X')] (6.1.30) 
al J On aa as a 
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1), Pa so 
a a Olax) (OaX) (6.1.3c) 
2 
= ~ < [(OmX) - P™ + V—det P™- P| (6.1.34) 


ae da a! ; iG 
-—/> —det (ImX)  (OnX) = -— f (ax AdX*)2 , 


(6.1.3e) 


where 4+P° is the momentum (o-)density (the momentum p = 4 f & P®),’ = 0/0o, 


and to obtain (6.1.3d) we have used the determinant of the g equations of motion 
PR aP soa Gogh e PI SO: (6.1.4) 


As a consequence of this equation and the equation of motion for P, the 2D metric is 
proportional to the “induced” metric OmX -OnX (as appears in (6.1.3e)), which results 
from measuring distances in the usual Minkowski way in the D-dimensional space in 
which the 2D surface is imbedded (using dX = do™0mX ). (The equations of motion 
don’t determine the proportionality factor, since only the unit-determinant part of 
the metric appears in the action.) In analogy to the particle, (6.1.4) also represents 
the generators of 2D general-coordinate transformations. (6.1.3a) is the hamiltonian 
form, (6.1.3b) is a rewriting of the hamiltonian form to resemble the example (3.1.14) 
(but with the indefinite-metric sum of squares of both left- and right-handed modes 
constrained), (6.1.3c) is the second-order form, and (6.1.3e) is the area swept out by 
the world sheet [6.2]. If the theory is derived from the form (6.1.3b), there are 2 sets 
of transformation laws of the form (3.1.15) (with appropriate sign differences), and 
(6.1.2,3c) can then be obtained as (3.1.16,17). 


For the open string, the X equations of motion also imply certain boundary 
conditions in 0. (By definition, the closed string has no boundary in o.) Varying the 
(OX)-P term and integrating by parts to pull out the dX factor, besides the equation 
of motion term OP we also get a surface term nmP™, where nm is the normal to the 
boundary. If we assume 2D coordinates such that the position of the o boundaries 


are constant in T, then we have the boundary condition 


Prag: (6.1.5) 


It’s convenient to define the quantities 


Z 1 
PH = Tag + X’) (6.1.6a) 
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because the hamiltonian constraints appearing in (6.1.3b) (equivalent to (6.1.4)) can 


be expressed very simply in terms of them as 


n 


pH? =f) 


(6.1.6b) 


and because they have simple Poisson brackets with each other. For the open string, 
it’s further useful to extend a: If we choose coordinates such that ¢ = 0 for all 7 at 
one end of the string, and such that (6.1.5) implies X’ = 0 at that end, then we can 
define 

1 
V2a! 


so the constraint (6.1.6b) simplifies to 


X(o)=X(-0) , P(o)= (P° +X’) = PH (40) for to>0 , (6.1.7) 


P?=0 . (6.1.76) 


6.2. Conformal gauge 
The conformal gauge is given by the gauge conditions (on (6.1.1,3ac)) 


9mn = 7)mn_ (6.2.1) 


where 77 is the 2D flat (Minkowski) space metric. (Since g is unit-determinant, it has 
only 2 independent components, so the 2 gauge parameters of (6.1.2) are sufficient 
to determine it completely.) As for the particle, this gauge can’t be obtained every- 
where, so it’s imposed everywhere except the boundary in 7. Then variation of g at 
initial or final 7 implies (6.1.4) there, and the remaining field equations then imply it 


everywhere. In this gauge those equations are 
Pe =—0nX 5 OgPP SO. S&S O7xC=0 (6.2.2) 


It is now easy to see that the endpoints of the string travel at the speed of light. (With 
slight generalization, this can be shown in arbitrary gauges.) From (6.1.4,5) and 
(6.2.1,2), we find that dX = drX, and thus dX - dX = dr?X? = dr2(X?2 +X”) =0. 
(6.2.2) is most easily solved by the use of 2D light-cone coordinates 


1 0 1 
o* = Seo 50°) — tm = (7 ae ; (6.2.3) 


where 2D indices now take the values --. We then have 


O,0_X =03 X =EXVY(r to) 4+ XO (7-0) . (6.2.4a) 
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For the open string, the boundary condition at one boundary, chosen to be o = 0, is 


(0, +0_)X <0 XM (7) = KO (7) KO (7) = ROD), (6.2.40) 


without loss of generality, since the constant parts of X) appear in X only as their 
sum. Thus, the modes of the open string correspond to the modes of one handedness 
of the closed string. The boundary condition at the other boundary of the open 
string, taken as 0 = 7, and the “boundary” condition of the closed string, which is 
simply that the “ends” at 0 = +7 are the same point (and thus the closed string X 


is periodic in o with period 27, or equivalently X and X’ have the same values at 


o = 7 as at o = —7) both take the form 
x) (7 + 27) = XH (r) > XH(7 42) =X (7) + 4ra'p® ,  (6.2.4c) 
paso (6.2.4d) 
The constraints (6.1.4) also simplify: 
P#*(7,0) =tX@?(74+0)=0 . (6.2.5) 


These constraints will be used to build the BRST algebra in chapt. 8. 


The fact that the modes of the open string correspond to half the modes of 
the closed string (except that both have 1 zero-mode) means that the open string 
can be formulated as a closed string with modes of one handedness (clockwise or 
counterclockwise). This is accomplished by adding to the action (6.1.1) for the closed 


string the term 


2 


 ductiodmand(g™™? — €™?)E(g™4 — M9) (O,X*)V(O4X*) , (6.2.6) 


S,= | — 
: 27 


where u is a constant, timelike or lightlike (but not spacelike) vector (u? < 0), and 
e+ = —1. X is a lagrange multiplier which constrains (u-0_X)? = 0, and thus 
u-O_X = 0, in the gauge (6.2.1). Together with (6.2.5), this implies the Lorentz 
covariant constraint O_X° = 0, so X depends only on 7 —o, as in (3.1.14-17). Thus, 
the formulation using (6.2.6) is Lorentz covariant even though S$, is not manifestly 
so (because of the constant vector wu). We can then identify the new X with the X of 
(6.2.4). Since A itself appears multiplied by 0_X in the equations of motion, it thus 
drops out, implying that it’s a gauge degree of freedom which, like g, can be gauged 


away except at infinity. 
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Similar methods can be applied to the one-handed modes of the heterotic string 
[1.13]. (Then in (6.2.6) only spacelike X’s appear, so instead of uu, any positive- 
definite metric can be used, effectively summing over the one-handed X’s.) Various 
properties of the actions (3.1.17, 6.2.6) have been discussed in the literature [6.3], par- 
ticularly in relation to anomalies in the gauge symmetry of the lagrange multipliers 
upon naive lagrangian quantization. One simple way to avoid these anomalies while 
keeping a manifestly covariant 2D lagrangian is to add scalars @ with the squares of 
both 0_¢ and 0,¢ appearing in lagrange-multiplier terms [6.4]. Alternatively (or ad- 
ditionally), one can add Weyl-Majorana 2D spinors (i.e., real, 1-component, 1-handed 
spinors) whose nonvanishing energy-momentum tensor component couples to the ap- 
propriate lagrange multiplier. (E.g., a spinor with kinetic term WO, appears also 
in the term A{(O_¢)? + WO_y].) These nonpropagating fields appear together with 
scalars with only one or the other handedness or neither constrained, and uncon- 
strained fermions which are Weyl and/or Majorana or neither. There are (at most) 


2 lagrange multipliers, one for each handedness. 


In the conformal gauge there is still a residue of the gauge invariance, which origi- 
nally included not only 2D general coordinate transformations but also local rescalings 
of the 2D metric (since only its unit-determinant part appeared in the action). By 
definition, the subset of these transformations which leave (6.2.1) invariant is the con- 
formal group. Unlike in higher dimensions, the 2D conformal group has an infinite 
number of generators. It can easily be shown that these transformations consist of 


the coordinate transformations (restricted by appropriate boundary conditions) 


og. =—CaGen 5 (6.2.7a) 


with +’s not mixing (corresponding to 2 1D general coordinate transformations), since 
these coordinate transformations have an effect on the metric which can be canceled 


by a local scaling: 


do = 2de" "de" SC" ode de: (6.2.70) 


On shell, these transformations are sufficient to gauge away one Lorentz component 
of X, another being killed by the constraint (6.2.5). These 2 Lorentz components can 
be eliminated more directly by originally choosing stronger gauge conditions, as in 


the light-cone gauge. 


The conformal gauge is a temporal gauge, since it is equivalent to setting the 
time components of the gauge field to constants: gmo = mo. When generalized to 


D > 2, it is the choice of Gaussian normal coordinates. We can instead choose a 
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Lorentz gauge, Omg™" = 0. This is the De Donder gauge, or harmonic coordinates, 
which is standardly used in D > 2. We'll discuss this gauge in more detail in sect. 
8.3. 


6.3. Light cone 


In a light-cone formalism [6.5] not only are more gauge degrees of freedom elim- 
inated than in covariant gauges, but also more (Lorentz) auxiliary fields. We do 


the latter first by varying the action (6.1.1) with respect to all fields carrying a “— 
Lorentz index (X_, P™_): 


é m 
Spm Imn = (ATBy)""(pmAP Eqn — BmBn) 


AM SP. > UB Oe (6.3.16) 
We next eliminate all fields with a “+” index by gauge conditions: 
G2 Koei 
pe Pa he (6.3.2a) 


where k is an arbitrary constant. (The same procedure is applied in light-cone Yang- 
Mills, where A_ is eliminated as an auxiliary field and A, as a gauge degree of 
freedom: see sect. 2.1.) The latter condition determines o to be proportional to the 
amount of +-momentum between o = 0 and the point at that value of o (so the string 
length is proportional to f{doP®,, which is a constant, since Om P™, = 0). Thus, 
o is determined up to a function of 7 (corresponding to the choice of where o = 0). 
However, P?, is also determined up to a function of 7 (since now 0,P1, = 0), soo 
is completely determined, up to global translations 0 — 0 + constant, by the further 
condition 


Pin 05 4 (6.3.2b) 


(6.3.2) implies (6.2.1). For the open string, by the converse of the argument leading 
to the boundary condition (6.1.5), this determines the values of o at the boundaries 
up to constants, so the remaining global invariance is used to choose o = 0 at one 
boundary. For the closed string, the global invariance remains, and is customarily 
dealt with in the quantum theory by imposing a constraint of invariance under this 


transformation on the field or first-quantized wave function. 
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The length of the string is then given by integrating (6.3.2a): py = 4 me a pe, = 


(1/27a')k - length. The two most convenient choices are 


k=1 = length = 2ra'p, 


length=7 (27) — k= 2a'p, (a’'p,) for open (closed) . (6.3.3) 


For the free string the latter choice is more convenient for the purpose of mode 
expansions. In the case of interactions k must be constant even through interactions, 
and therefore can’t be identified with the value of p,; of each string, so the former 
choice is made. Note that for p, < 0 the string then has negative length. It is then 
interpreted as an antistring (or outgoing string, as opposed to incoming string). The 
use of negative lengths is particularly useful for interactions, since then the vertices 
are (cyclically) symmetric in all strings: e.g., a string of length 1 breaking into 2 
strings of length 3 is equivalent to a string of length 5 breaking into strings of length 
1 and —3. 


The action now becomes 
SS fa {i Pes | (Om X;)P™, + NmongP™iP i : (6.3.4a) 
or, in hamiltonian form, 
S= far t_p ee a eae (Cue fo) (6.3.4) 
ey tal a! On a a 2 a a . ne 


X; is found as in (6.2.4), but X, is given by (6.3.2), and X_ is given by varying the 
original action with respect to the auxiliary fields gmn and P™,, conjugate to those 
varied in (6.3.1): 


”) 


a i a ar f00 Naples 
Smn 
) d 
Pm, — X_="_- = P'_+ constant, (6:3:9)) 


where the constant is chosen to cancel the integral when integrated over 0, so that 
+ ax. P®, = ¢_p, in (6.3.4). (This term has been restored in (6.3.4) in order 


to avoid using equations of motion to eliminate any coordinates whose equations of 


motion involve time derivatives, and are thus not auxiliary. In (6.3.1a) all but the 
zero-mode part of the X_ equation can be used to solve for all but a o-independent 


part of P+,, without inverting time derivatives.) 
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After the continuous 2D symmetries have been eliminated by coordinate choices, 
certain discrete symmetries remain: o and 7 reversal. As in the particle case, T re- 
versal corresponds to a form of charge conjugation. However, the open string has 
a group theory factor associated with each end which is the complex-conjugate rep- 
resentation of that at the other end (so for unitary representations they can cancel 
for splitting or joining strings), so for charge conjugation the 2 ends should switch, 
which requires o reversal. Furthermore, the closed string has clockwise and coun- 


terclockwise modes which are distinguishable (especially for the heterotic string), so 


again we require o reversal to accompany 7 reversal to keep o* from mixing. We 
therefore define charge conjugation to be the simultaneous reversal of 7 and o (or 
ao — 27a'p, — o to preserve the positions of the boundaries of the open string). On 
the other hand, some strings are nonoriented (as opposed to the oriented ones above) 
in that solutions with o reversed are not distinguished (corresponding to open strings 
with real representations for the group theory factors, or closed strings with clock- 
wise modes not separated from counterclockwise). For such strings we also need to 
define a o reversal which, because of its action on the 2D surface, is called a “twist”. 
In the quantum theory these invariances are imposed as constraints on the fields or 


first-quantized wave functions (see chapt. 10). 


Exercises 


(1) Derive (6.1.3) from (6.1.1). Derive (6.1.5). 
(2) Derive (6.3.1). 
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7. LIGHT-CONE QUANTUM 
MECHANICS 


7.1. Bosonic 


In this section we will quantize the light-cone gauge bosonic string described in 
sect. 6.3 and derive the Poincaré algebra, which is a special case of that described in 
sect. 2.3. 


The quantum mechanics of the free bosonic string is described in the light-cone 
formalism [6.5| in terms of the independent coordinates X;(a7) and x_, and their 
canonical conjugates P®;(o) and p,, with “time” (x, = 2a'p,7T) dependence given 
by the hamiltonian (see (6.3.4b)) 


al J 20 
Functionally, 
1 P°,(c) =3 y 6 X,;( ) ae 5( = ) (71 2) 
ay: ve Taka) ayer pe eee ae ar 


(Note our unconventional normalization for the functional derivative.) 


For the open string, it’s convenient to extend o from [0,7] to [—7, 7] as in (6.1.7) 


by defining 


X(-c) =X(o) , P(o)= = (5 -- x’ = sa P*(e0) fOr eee S05 


(7.1.3a) 
so that P is periodic (and ~ P+ or P~, as in (6.2.5), for o > or < 0), or to express 


the open string as a closed string with modes which propagate only clockwise (or only 


counterclockwise) in terms of X of sect. 6.2: 


P(o) = —=X"(0)_, (7.1.30) 
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which results in the same P (same boundary conditions and commutation relations). 
The latter interpretation will prove useful for graph calculations. (However, the form 
of the interactions will still look different from a true closed string.) Either way, the 
new boundary conditions (periodicity) allow (Fourier) expansion of all operators in 
terms of exponentials instead of cosines or sines. Furthermore, P contains all of X 
and 6/dX (except x, which is conjugate to p ~ f doP: i.e., all the translationally 


invariant part). In particular, 


™ dg ,x* 
H= [> 4B? . 14 
—T QT z (7 ) 
The commutation relations are 
[Pi(o1), P,(a2)| = 271d’ (o2 oa 01)0i; : (7.1.5) 


For the closed string, we define 2 P’s by 


1 ‘ 6 Ll oa 
—— |a/i—— + X'(+o)| = == X@"(o) 7.1.6 
Bat |° "SX (Eo) (+0) a (7.1.6) 
Then operators which are expressed in terms of integrals over o also include sums 


over +: e.g., H =H) + HO), with H@) given in terms of P) by (7.1.4). 


P(g) = 


In order to compare with particles, we’ll need to expand all operators in Fourier 
modes. In practical calculations, functional techniques are easier, and mode expan- 
sions should be used only as the final step: external line factors in graphs, or expansion 
of the effective action. (Similar remarks apply in general field theories to expansion of 
superfields in components and expansion of fields about vacuum expectation values. ) 


For P for the open string (suppressing Lorentz indices), 


P(o) = yoyo 


ao= Vv 2a'p ’ An = (a_n)! = —ir/na,| ’ 
DPeast 2 ley en’ =Omao ~s adel Oa. (7.1.7a) 
We also have 
x K x ees = . : 
X (a) = X'(¢) = X*(-o) = (x + 2a'po) + V20'S* Fa (ante"? +ane"’) , 
1 
: ; i r . 
es iL (0) een es | / ! 
X(o) = 3[X(o)+ X(-0)| , P%(o) =a TKS) 72 [X’(c) + X"(-0)| 


(7.1.7b) 
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(The ? and * have the usual matrix interpretation if the operators are considered 
as matrices acting on the Hilbert space: The ' is the usual operatorial hermitian 
conjugate, whereas the * is the usual complex conjugate as for functions, which 
changes the sign of momenta. Combined they give the operatorial transpose, which 
corresponds to integration by parts, and thus also changes the sign of momenta, which 


are derivatives.) H is now defined with normal ordering: 


H 


CO 
5: >) Qn+Q_p: + constant 
—oo 


a'p;? + > nan! + an + constant = a'p;? +N + constant . (7.1.82) 
1 


In analogy to ordinary field theory, 10/07 + H = a'p* + N + constant. 


The constant in H has been introduced as a finite renormalization after the infi- 
nite renormalization done by the normal ordering: As in ordinary field theory, wher- 
ever infinite renormalization is necessary to remove infinities, finite renormalization 
should also be considered to allow for the ambiguities in renormalization prescrip- 
tions. However, also as in ordinary field theories, the renormalization is required 
to respect all symmetries of the classical theory possible (otherwise the symmetry is 
anomalous, i.e., not a symmetry of the quantum theory). In the case of any light-cone 
theory, the one symmetry which is never manifest (i.e., an automatic consequence of 
the notation) is Lorentz invariance. (This sacrifice was made in order that unitarity 
would be manifest by choosing a ghost-free gauge with only physical, propagating 
degrees of freedom.) Thus, in order to prove Lorentz invariance isn’t violated, the 
commutators of the Lorentz generators Jay = + Bi aX eae must be checked. All 
are trivial except [J_;, J_;] = 0 because X_ and P®°_ are quadratic in X; and P®; by 
(6.3.5). The proof is left as an (important) exercise for the reader that the desired 
result is obtained only if D = 26 and the renormalization constant in H and P°_ 
(H =—-+ f £P°_) is given by 


H =o'p2Z+N—-1=0'(p2+M?’) . (7.1.80) 


The constant in H also follows from noting that the first excited level (a,;! |0)) is 
just a transverse vector, which must be massless. The mass spectrum of the open 
string, given by the operator M?, is then a harmonic oscillator spectrum: The possible 
values of the mass squared are —1, 0, 1, 2, ... times 1/a’, with spins at each mass 
level running as high as N = a’M? +1. (The highest-spin state is created by the 


symmetric traceless part of N a,!’s.) 
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Group theory indices are associated with the ends of the open string, so the 
string acts like a matrix in that space. If the group is orthogonal or symplectic, 
the usual (anti)symmetry of the adjoint representation (as a matrix acting on the 
vector representation) is imposed not just by switching the indices, but by flipping 
the whole string (switching the indices and 0 ~ 2-0). Asa result, N odd gives 
matrices with the symmetry of the adjoint representation (by including an extra “—” 
sign in the condition to put the massless vector in that representation), while N even 
gives matrices with the opposite symmetry. (A particular curiosity is the “SO(1)” 
open string, which has only N even, and no massless particles.) Such strings, because 
of their symmetry, are thus “nonoriented”. On the other hand, if the group is just 
unitary, there is no symmetry condition, and the string is “oriented”. (The ends can 
be labeled with arrows pointing in opposite directions, since the hermitian conjugate 


state can be thought of as the corresponding “antistring” .) 


The closed string is treated analogously. The mode expansions of the coordinates 


and operators are given in terms of 2 sets of hatted operators X‘*) or P() expanded 


over a‘! EE 
X (0) =4 [XP C)+4XO(-0)] , Po) = 3 [XOO) 4+ XO"(-0)] 


A 


XH (oe) = X10) = XH*(-c) 3 af), =a _,t=-a,* © (7.1.9) 


However, because of the periodicity condition (6.2.4c), and since the zero-modes (from 


(7.1.7)) appear only as their sum, they are not independent: 


a+) —7% : p*) — 7 “ (7.1.10) 


Operators which have been integrated over ¢ (as in (7.1.4)) can be expressed as sums 


over two sets (+) of open-string operators: e.g., 
H=HO+HO) =tho'pP+N-2 , N=NYDLNO . (7.1.11) 


Remembering the constraint under global o translations 


d do } 
i— = | — X’-i- =AN=ENY -NO=0 7112 
“do J I~ "6X ote) 
the spectrum is then given by the direct product of 2 open strings, but with the states 
constrained so that the 2 factors (from the 2 open strings) give equal contributions 
to the mass. The masses squared are thus —4, 0, 4, 8, ... times 1/a’, and the highest 


spin at any mass level is N = 5a’M? + 2 (with the corresponding state given by the 
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symmetric traceless product of N a,'’s, half of which are from one open-string set 
and half from the other). Compared with a’M? + 1 for the open string, this means 
that the “leading Regge trajectory” N(M7?) (see sec. 9.1) has half the slope and twice 
the intercept for the closed string as for the open string. If we apply the additional 
constraint of symmetry of the state under interchange of the 2 sets of string operators, 
the state is symmetric under interchange of 0 «+ —oa, and is therefore “nonoriented” ; 
otherwise, the string is “oriented”, the clockwise and counterclockwise modes being 
distinguishable (so the string can carry an arrow to distinguish it from a string that’s 


flipped over). 


From now on we choose units 


a=%5. (7.1.13) 


In the case of the open bosonic string, the free light-cone Poincaré generators can 
be obtained from the covariant expressions (the obvious generalization of the particle 
expressions, because of (7.1.2), since X, and P®, are defined to Lorentz transform as 


vectors and X to translate by a constant), 


; do 
Joy =—tf x Xtalo)P°y(o) » Pa= f 5-P%l(a) , (7.1.14a) 
by substituting the gauge condition (6.3.2) and free field equations (6.1.7) (using 


(7.1.7) 


X.i(o)=pyo , P?-2=0 3 p___P?-2 
2p+ 
> Jig = —ixepy t+ oa nang 
Jui = tUipy » Jp =—ie_py , 
J_, = —i(x_p; — uyp_) + » a nf Ani] : 
p= -5— [pi +2 eS na 'Gni — 1)| ee —— (pia Bey Ae) ae 
fie i (: > m(n — mM) Om’ An—mi — 3s Vm(n + Maly 'tnsm) 
m=l wat 


(7.1.14) 
(We have added the normal-ordering constant of (7.1.8) to the constraint (6.1.7).) 
As for arbitrary light-cone representations, the Poincaré generators can be expressed 
completely in terms of the independent coordinates x; and x_, the corresponding 


momenta p; and p,, the mass operator M, and the generators of a spin SO(D—1), 


7.1. Bosonic 133 


M,; and Mjm. For the open bosonic string, we have the usual oscillator representation 


of the SO(D—2) spin generators 
/ “A =~ 
My = -if A Py = So al ning , (7.1.15a) 


where {’ means the zero-modes are dropped. The mass operator M and the remaining 


SO(D-1) operators Mj, are given by 
ro ae ; 
M? = -2p, f P_= / (B? —2) =2(So nal tans —1) = 2(N-1) , 
/ aA =~ 


The usual light-cone formalism for the closed string is not a true light-cone for- 
malism, in the sense that not all constraints have been solved explicitly by eliminating 
variables: The one constraint that remains is that the contribution to the “energy” 
p— from the clockwise modes is equal to that from the counterclockwise ones. As a 


result, the naive Poincaré algebra does not close [4.10]: Using the expressions 


Jig = —i(a_p;— aip_)+ Vid, oO ng, 


p= 5 prt+4(NY +N -2)] , (7.1.16a) 


we find r 
Ea J =| = = Ay 5 (7.1.16b) 
P+ 


where AJ;; is the difference between the (+) and (—) parts of Jj;. 


We instead define 2 sets of open-string light-cone Poincaré generators J‘*),, and 


p™),, built out of independent zero- and nonzero-modes. The closed-string Poincaré 


generators are then [4.10] 
ds = J + fire DES ph, + pa : (re Lal ren) 


Since the operators 
Ada = po, = po, (7.1.17b) 


commute with themselves and transform as a vector under the Lorentz algebra, we 
can construct a Poincaré algebra from just J,, and Ap,. This is the Poincaré algebra 
whose extension is relevant for string field theory; it closes off shell. (This holds 


in either light-cone or covariant quantization.) However, as described above, this 
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results in an unphysical doubling of zero-modes. This can be fixed by applying the 
constraints (see (7.1.10)) 
Apa=0 . (7.1.18) 


In the light-cone formalism, 
Ap, = Ap; = 0 (7.1.19a) 


eliminates independent zero-modes, while 
1 2 
0 = Ap_ = ——(M?) — M?C)) = -— AN (7.1.19b) 
D+ D+ 


is then the usual remaining light-cone constraint equating the numbers of left-handed 


and right-handed modes. 


The generators of the Lorentz subgroup again take the form (2.3.5), as for the 
open string, and the operators appearing in J,») are expressed in terms of the open- 


string ones appearing in (7.1.15) as 


My = OM; , 


M?=25° M4) =4(N-2) , N=SON® | AN=ZND_-NO , 


MimM =25-(MimM)®  . (7.1.20) 


(Since J,, and pg are expressed as sums, so are M,, and M. This causes objects 


quadratic in these operators to be expressed as twice the sums in the presence of the 


constraint Ap, = 0 — p*, = Pa) 


These Poincaré algebras will be used to derive the OSp(1,1|2) algebras used in 


finding gauge-invariant actions in sects. 8.2 and 11.2. 


7.2. Spinning 


In this section we'll describe a string model with fermions obtained by introducing 
a 2D supersymmetry into the world sheet [7.1,5.1], in analogy to sect. 5.3, and de- 
rive the corresponding Poincaré algebra. The description of the superstring obtained 
by this method isn’t manifestly spacetime supersymmetric, so we’ll only give a brief 
discussion of this formalism before giving the present status of the manifestly super- 


symmetric formulation. In both cases, (free) quantum consistency requires D = 10. 


For simplicity, we go directly to the (first-)quantized formalism, since as far as 


the field theory is concerned the only relevant information from the free theory is how 
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to construct the covariant derivatives from the coordinates, and then the equations of 
motion from the covariant derivatives. After quantization, when (in the Schrédinger 
picture) the coordinates depend only on oa, there still remains a 1D supersymmetry 
in o-space [7.2]. The covariant derivatives are simply the 1D supersymmetrization of 
the P operators of sect. 7.1 (or those of sect. 6.1 at the classical level, using Poisson 
brackets): 


{D4(o1, 91), Ds(o2, 92)} = Navd2275(o2 — 01)5(02 — 1), (7.2.1a) 


o~ 


D(o, 0) = V(c) + 6P(c) 
— [P,P] =as before , {Va(o1), Vo(o2)} = nas2a5(o2—01) (7.2.1b) 


The 2D superconformal generators (the supersymmetrization of the generators (6.1.7b) 
of 2D general coordinate transformations, or of just the residual conformal transfor- 


mations after the lagrange multipliers have been gauged away) are then 
kDdD = (4U-P)+04P?+HU'-V) . (7.2.2) 


There are 2 choices of boundary conditions: 
D(o,0) = +D(o +22, £0) > P(o) = P(o+2n) , V(o) =4U(o42r) . (7.2.3) 
The + choice gives fermions (the Ramond model), while the — gives bosons (Neveu- 


Schwarz). 


Expanding in modes, we now have, in addition to (7.1.7), 
W(c) = Se Wee te =F ys vat a i Oaks > Yonr= Yn! ’ (7.2.4) 


where m,n are integral indices for the fermion case and half-(odd)integral for the 
bosonic. The assignment of statistics follows from the fact that, while the y7,,’s are 
creation operators Y, = d,' for n > 0, they are y matrices yo = y/V2 for n = 0 
(as in the particle case, but in relation to the usual y matrices now have Klein 
transformation factors for both d,,’s and, in the BRST case, the ghost CG , or else the 
d,s and C are related to the usual by factors of y1,). However, as in the particle 
case, a functional analysis shows that this assignment can only be maintained if the 


number of anticommuting modes is even; in other words, 


yi(-DLTt=1 (72,5) 
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(In terms of the usual 7-matrices, the y-matrices here also contain the Klein trans- 
formation factor (aes, However, in practice it’s more convenient to use the 
y-matrices of (7.2.4-5), which anticommute with all fermionic operators, and equate 
them directly to the usual matrices after all fermionic oscillators have been elimi- 
nated.) As usual, if yo is represented explicitly as matrices, the hermiticity in (7.2.4) 
means pseudohermiticity with respect to the time component 70° (the indefinite met- 
ric of the Hilbert space of a Dirac spinor). However, if yo is instead represented as 
operators (as, e.g., creation and annihilation operators, as for the usual operator rep- 
resentation of SU(N)CSO(2N)), no explicit metric is necessary (being automatically 


included in the definition of hermitian conjugation for the operators). 


The rest is similar to the bosonic formalism, and is straightforward in the 1D 


superfield formalism. For example, 
1 anf UC Boss aN 78 2 


M? =25- nlant-ant+dn' dn). (7.2.6a) 


n>0 


For the fermionic sector we also have (from (7.2.2)) 


° U.P= 0+ M) , M?=M? . (7.2.60) 
(As described above, the d’s anticommute with y, and thus effectively include an 
implicit factor of 74,. M is thus analogous to the MW of (4.5.12).) The fermionic 
ground state is massless (especially due to the above chirality condition), but the 
bosonic ground state is a tachyon. (The latter can most easily be seen, as for the 
bosonic string, by noting that the first excited level consists of only a massless vector.) 
However, consistent quantum interactions require truncation to the spectrum of the 
superstring described in the next section. This means, in addition to the chirality 
condition (7.2.5) in the fermionic sector, the restriction in the bosonic sector to even 
M? [7.3]. (Unlike the fermionic sector, odd M? is possible because of the half-integral 
mode numbers.) As for the bosonic string, besides determining the ground-state 


masses Lorentz invariance also fixes the dimension, now D = 10. 


In the light-cone formulation of the spinning string we have instead of (7.1.14) 
[7.4] 


da; . ; a 
Jas = f  (iXiaP y+ 300) 


X,=ps0 5 v, =0 3 Paw .v-0.P=-0 
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x 1 a bin sds ne il) 2.328 

> P_=->—(P?+ib"t,) , b=-—WP, . (7.2.7) 
2p+ P+ 

The resulting component expansion for the Neveu-Schwarz string is similar to the 


non-spinning bosonic string, with extra contributions from the new oscillators. For 


the case of the Ramond string, comparing to (2.3.5), we find in place of (7.1.15) 
M? =2 ye n (atn'aas ae db 'dni) ’ 
Muy = 410719 + Do (ahapany + Antiday) 
M = v; ) ae = i V2n (dtnidns = dni nj) ’ 


l 2 2 ee ay 
peas (pe PM) 3 SM) 
2p+ P+ 
Ree. | Pepe en de. ae 
an = 7 (Pian —_ 15/87 dni = An) ; yee Se (P'dni + i [By ani + omy ; 
P+ P+ 

1 n—-1 ; ; 
A, = iat S- ymin — ™M) Gm'An—myi + (m — )dn'din-nai 

n m=1 

= > ly mn ss m) a: arene a (m ar BV dl a rtm ) 
m=1 


n-1 oo 
En =1 ps vm Gi di ans I y; (v n+m da Waseges —vm antdnims) 
m=1 m=1 
(7.2.8) 


This algebra can be applied directly to obtain gauge-invariant actions, as was 
described in sect. 4.5. 


7.3. Supersymmetric 


We now obtain the superstring [7.3] as a combined generalization of the bosonic 


string and the superparticle, which was described in sect. 5.4. 


Although the superstring can be formulated as a truncation of the spinning 
string, a manifestly supersymmetric formulation is expected to have the usual ad- 
vantages that superfields have over components in ordinary field theories: simpler 
constructions of actions, use of supersymmetric gauges, easier quantum calculations, 
no-renormalization theorems which follow directly from analyzing counterterms, etc. 


As usual, the free theory can be obtained completely from the covariant derivatives 
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and equations of motion [7.5]. The covariant derivatives are defined by their affine 


Lie, or Kacé-Moody (or, as applied to strings, “Ka¢-Kradle” ), algebra of the form 


1 


5, Filer), Gj(o2)} = d(a2 = 01) f is*Gr(or) = 10' (a2 = 01) Gi; ; (7.3.1) 


where f are the algebra’s structure constants and g its (not necessarily Cartan) metric 
(both constants). The zero-modes of these generators give an ordinary (graded) Lie 


algebra with structure constants f. The Jacobi identities are satisfied if and only if 
Fist Fy” =O, (7.3.2a) 


fig'gyy =O, (7.3.2b) 
where the first equation is the usual Jacobi identity of a Lie algebra and the second 
states the total (graded) antisymmetry of the structure constants with index lowered 
by the metric g. In this case, we wish to generalize {d,,dg} = 27*agPa for the 
superparticle and [P,(o1), Ps(o2)] = 2i6'(o2 — 01) Nav for the bosonic string. The 
simplest generalization consistent with the Jacobi identities is: 
{Do(o1), Dalo2)} = 276(o2 — 01)2Y*aePa(o1) 
[Da(o1), Pa(o2)] = 205(02 — 01)2YaagO?(o1) 
{Do(o1), 99 (a2)} = 2nid"(o2—01)50° 
[Pa(o1), Po(o2)| = 27id'(o2 — 01) Naw, 
[POS =O) (723-08) 


Vatony ws =0 . (7.3.30) 


(7.3.2b) requires the introduction of the operator Q, and (7.3.2a) then implies (7.3.3b). 
This supersymmetric set of modes (as P for the bosonic string) describes a complete 
open string or half a closed string, so two such sets are needed for the closed super- 


string, while the heterotic string needs one of these plus a purely bosonic set. 


Note the analogy with the super- Yang-Mills algebra (5.4.8): 
(Dox Pas 2°) + (Va; VaW%) (7.3.4) 


and also that the constraint (7.3.3b) occurs on the y-matrices, which implies D = 
3, 4, 6, or 10 [7.6] when the maximal Lorentz invariance is assumed (i.e., all of SO(D—1,1) 
for the D-vector P,). 
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This algebra can be solved in terms of P,, a spinor coordinate O°(c), and its 
derivative 6/d0°: 


) 5 ; 
Da > 5Qe se Yap so” a3 517 ap Yas" O70” 
Pa = Pat tyap9°O" , 


nN =i0' . (7.3.5) 


These are invariant under supersymmetry generated by 


do 6 jos _ 
da = On = Sy opP 9" = aiy wns 078") 


_ fdo 


= |— Pp ot 
mPa (7.3.6) 


Pa 


where {da, 93} = —2YagPa- 


The smallest (generalized Virasoro) algebra which includes generalizations of the 
operators 1p? of the bosonic string and 5p? and jd of the superparticle is generated 
by 


“ 6 
A =$P?+0°D, = 4P* +10" 


dQ’ 
BY =" P,Dg , 
Cas = 53D.D¢ ; 
Dy, Say DD Be (3A) 


Note the similarity of A to (5.4.10), (7.2.6a), and (8.1.10,12). The algebra generated 


by these operators is (classically) 


(AQ), A) = 15'(2—-1)[A(1) + A(2)]_ 
=A), B4(2) = 16"(2— 1)[B*(1) + B°(2)]_ 
=-[A(1),Cap(2) = 6'(2—1)[Caa(1) +Cas(2)] 
1 


[A(1), Da(2) — 10'(2 a 1) D,(1) + 2D,(2)| ) 


on 
1 ; 
5, Be): BP(2)} = 10'(2 — Vaya [Cys(1) + Cy5(2)] + 46(2 — 1): 
. [y°"" (PA = gDa) F (5,55) a bey y? 15) QB? | ’ 
1 


5 1B°(1),Con(2)] = 48(2 — 1)[5p°D yA + (85° 9% — Bre%"pp) Cd 
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=-[B°(1), a(2)] = — 246"(2 — 1) 2re%DgA + (86 y%14° — Yaty’9h) 
- YC se] (1) + 276(2 — 1) [470° D'gA 
+ (86559025 — ay 8) NC's — Hap PUD], 
= Cas(l),Cyo(2)] = — 262-1) Partie 
1 


5, Casall), Pal2)] = 248'(2 — La YnrfaP Caja 1) 
— 416(2 — DAisgel ae + P ypata°C’ gs) ; 
5, (Pall), Do(2)] = — "(2 = 1) Yana” DaB"(1) + (2) 


+ 6"(2—1) [-4iP(@D1) + Nas(3D'oB° — DoB')| (1) — (2) 


| 6(2 — 1) |-24(3P"2Dy — PieD'y) 


+2 aba? (3D’ 5B" _ D" ;B%) ae Vase? (8P'C' ap om PCa) 


(7.3.8) 


(Due to identities like PDD ~ BD ~ PC, there are other forms of some of these 


relations. ) 


BRST quantization can again be performed, and there are an infinite number of 
ghosts, as in the particle case. However, a remaining problem is to find the appropri- 
ate ground state (and corresponding string field). Considering the results of sect. 5.4, 
this may require modification of the generators (7.3.7) and BRST operator, perhaps 
to include Lorentz generators (acting on the ends of the string?) or separate contri- 
butions from the BRST transformations of Yang-Mills field theory (the ground state 
of the open superstring, or of a set of modes of one handedness of the corresponding 
closed strings). On the other hand, the ground state, rather than being Yang-Mills, 
might be purely gauge degrees of freedom, with Yang-Mills appearing at some excited 
level, so modification would be unnecessary. The condition Q? = 0 should reproduce 
the conditions D = 10, ag = 1. 


The covariant derivatives and constraints can also be derived from a 2D lagrangian 
of the general form (3.1.10), as for the superparticle [7.5]. This classical mechanics 
Lagrangian imposes weaker constraints than the Green-Schwarz one [7.6] (which sets 


D, = 0 via Gupta-Bleuler), and thus should not impose stronger conditions. 


On the other hand, quantization in the light-cone formalism is understood. Spinors 


are separated into halves, with the corresponding separation of the y matrices giving 
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the splitting of vectors into transverse and longitudinal parts, as in (5.4.27). The 


light-cone gauge is then chosen as 
Pi(c) =Pp+ , oOo =0 . (7.3.9) 


Other operators are then eliminated by auxiliary field equations: 


1 a 
A = 0 —?. ——— (3P? + 10*'D,) 5 
P+ 
1) =& 
B=0 —- D_= PriD, . (7.3.10) 
V2p4 7 


The remaining coordinates are rx, X;(o7), and O*(c), and the remaining operators 


are 


Di= _ +p,50+t , P;=P; , At=ier . (7.3.11) 
However, instead of imposing C = D = 0 quantum mechanically, we can solve them 
classically, in analogy to the particle case. The C4,;(a) are now local (in 7) SO(8) 
generators, and can be used to gauge away all but 1 Lorentz component of D, by 
the same method as (5.4.34ab) [5.30,29]. After this, D, is just the product of this 
one component times its o-derivative. Furthermore, D, is a Virasoro algebra for D,, 
and can thus be used to gauge away all but the zero-mode [5.30,29] (as the usual one 
A did for P, in (7.3.9)), after this constraint implies D, factors in a way analogous 
to (5.4.34a): 


De=0 => Di=chlo) . (7.3.12) 


(The proof is identical, since D, = 0 is equivalent to Di(01)D;(o2) = 0.) We 
are thus back to the particle case for D, with a single mode remaining, satisfying 
the commutation relation c? = py — ¢ = +,/p+, so D is completely determined. 
Alternatively, as for the particle, we could consider D = 0 as a second-class constraint 
[7.6], or impose the condition D, = 0 (which eliminates all auxiliary string fields), 
as a Gupta-Bleuler constraint. This requires a further splitting of the spinors, as in 
(5.4.29), and the Gupta-Bleuler constraint is again a chirality condition, as in (5.4.33). 
C = D = 0 are then also satisfied ala Gupta-Bleuler (with appropriate “normal 
ordering”). Thus, in a “chiral” representation (as in ordinary supersymmetry) we have 


a chiral, “on-shell” string superfield, or wave function, ®[r., X;(o),0*(c)], which 


satisfies a light-cone field equation 


( 2 +H) o=0 


—S 
0x4 
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1 % n 
H=-p_= ue P= de (277 + or") (3-13) 


al J On Ss On 
The dimension of spacetime D = 10 and the constant in H (zero) are determined by 
considerations similar to those of the bosonic case (Lorentz invariance in the light-cone 


formalism, or BRST invariance in the yet-to-be-constructed covariant formalism). 


Similarly, light-cone expressions for gq, can be obtained from the covariant ones: 


do } 4\_ do 
Se oa (sar sb )= 3, &+ , 
do 1 = 
_ = | — ——P,' 7.3.14 
qd on fan Qs ( ) 


If the superstring is formulated directly in the light cone, (7.3.14) can be used as the 
starting point. Q@, and D, can be considered as independent variables (instead of 
O* and 6/607), defined by their self-conjugate commutation relations (analogous to 
those of P): 


5 {Q+(01), Qx(02)} = Slo —-r)2.E | 
={D4(o1), Ds(o2)} = 602 - 01)2p.5. (7.3.15) 


However, as described above and for the particle, D, is unnecessary for describing 
physical polarizations, so we need not introduce it. In order to more closely study 
the closure of the algebra (7.3.14), we introduce more light-cone spinor notation (see 
sect. 5.3): Working in the Majorana representation © = J, we introduce (D — 2)- 


dimensional Euclidean y-matrices as 
i 
pr 7 Y w'Pi 


Vt Dupe = 257 buy 5 aD wt = 257 Srv 5 (7.3.16) 


where not only vector indices 7 but also spinor indices 4 and yz’ can be raised and 
lowered by Kronecker 6’s, and primed and unprimed spinor indices are not necessarily 
related. (However, as for the covariant indices, there may be additional relations 
satisfied by the spinors, irrelevant for the present considerations, that differ in different 
dimensions.) Closure of the supersymmetry algebra (on the momentum in the usual 
way (5.4.4), but in light-cone notation, and with the light-cone expressions for p;, p+, 
and p_) then requires the identity (related to (7.3.16) by “triality” ) 


Vice Y wv’ ee 20 yO pty! . (7.3.17) 
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This identity is actually (7.3.3b) in light-cone notation, and the equality of the di- 


mensions of the spinor and vector can be derived by tracing (7.3.17) with dy. 


Returning to deriving the light-cone formalism from the covariant one, we can 
also obtain the light-cone expressions for the Poincaré generators, which should prove 
important for covariant quantization, via the OSp(1,1|2) method. As in general, they 
are completely specified by M;;, MimM, and M?: 


/ “Aw =~ 
My = [ -iX:Pj)+ Mg , 
/ A =~ nN 
MimM =| (Ape P oa Ps. - , 
M? = | -2p,P_ , (7.3.18) 


where 


1 1 
WO eer as a7 ——C a7 ; . mal 
Mi; Tepe tu? + lop, aay (7.3.19) 


contain all D dependence (as opposed to X and Q dependence) only in the form of 
C and D, which can therefore be dropped. (Cf. (5.4.22). 7, picks out Q, from Q, as 
in (5.4.27).) 


We can now consider deriving the BRST algebra by the method of adding 4+4 
dimensions to the light-cone (sects. 3.6, 5.5). Unfortunately, adding 4+4 dimensions 
doesn’t preserve (7.3.17). In fact, from the analysis of sect. 5.3, we see that to pre- 
serve the symmetries of the g-matrices requires increasing the number of commuting 
dimensions by a multiple of 8, and the number of time dimensions by a multiple of 4. 
This suggests that this formalism may need to be generalized to adding 8+8 dimen- 
sions to the light-cone (4 space, 4 time, 8 fermionic). Coincidentally, the light-cone 
superstring has 8+8 physical (o-dependent) coordinates, so this would just double 
the number of oscillators. Performing the reduction from OSp(4,4|8) to OSp(2,2|4) 
to OSp(1,1|2), if one step is chosen to be U(1)-type and the other GL(1)-type, it may 


be possible to obtain an algebra which has the benefits of both formalisms. 


As for the bosonic string, the closed superstring is constructed as the direct 
product of 2 open strings (1 for the clockwise modes and 1 for the counterclockwise): 
The hamiltonian is the sum of 2 open-string ones, and the closed-string ground state 
is the product of 2 open-string ones. In the case of type I or IIB closed strings, the 


2 sets of modes are the same kind, and the former (the bound-state of type I open 
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strings) is nonoriented (in order to be consistent with the N = 1 supersymmetry of 
the open string, rather than the N = 2 supersymmetry generated by the 2 sets of 
modes of oriented, type II strings). Type IIA closed strings have 0’s with the opposite 
chirality between the two sets of modes (i.e., one set has a 6° while the other has a 
O.,). The ground states of these closed strings are supergravity (IV = 1 supergravity 
for type I and N = 2 for type II). The heterotic string is a closed string for which 
one set of modes is bosonic (with the usual tachyonic scalar ground state) while the 
other is supersymmetric (with the usual supersymmetric Yang-Mills ground state). 
The lowest-mass physical states, due to the AN = 0 restriction, are the product 
of the massless sector of each set (since now AN = H+) — HO) = (N@ — 1) — 
N)). The dimension of spacetime for the 2 sets of modes is made consistent. by 
compactification of some of the 26 dimensions of one and some (or none) of the 10 of 
the other onto a torus, leaving the same number of noncompactified dimensions (at 
least the physical 4) for both sets of modes. These compactified bosonic modes can 
also be fermionized (see the next section), giving an equivalent formulation in which 
the extra dimensions don’t explicitly appear: For example, fermionization of 16 of 
the dimensions produces 32 (real) fermionic coordinates, giving an SO(32) internal 
symmetry (when the fermions are given the same boundary conditions, all periodic or 
all antiperiodic). The resulting spectrum for the massless sector of heterotic strings 
consists of supergravity coupled to supersymmetric Yang-Mills with N = 1 (in 10D 
counting) supersymmetry. The vectors gauging the Cartan subalgebra of the full 
Yang-Mills group are the obvious ones coming from the toroidal compactification 
(i.e., those that would be obtained from the noncompactified theory by just dropping 
dependence on the compactified coordinates), while the rest correspond to “soliton” 
modes of the compactified coordinates for which the string winds around the torus. As 
for the dimension and ground-state mass, quantum consistency restricts the allowed 
compactifications, and in particular the toroidal compactifications are restricted to 
those which, in the case of compactification to D = 10, give Yang-Mills group SO(32) 
or Eg®Eg. (These groups give anomaly-free 10D theories in their massless sectors. 
There is also an SO(16)xSO(16) 10D-compactification which can be considered to 
have broken N=1 supersymmetry. There are other 10D-compactifications which have 


tachyons. ) 


Some aspects of the interacting theory will be described in chapts. 9 and 10. 
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Exercises 


(1) Use (7.1.7) as the classical solution for X‘, and set dn; = 0 forn #1 andi #1. 
Find X°(c,7). In the center-of-mass frame, find the energy and spin, and relate 
them. 


(2) Do (1) in the conformal gauge by using (7.1.7) for X* for a = 0,1 (same n), and 
applying the constraint (6.2.5). Compare results. 


(3) Prove the light-cone Poincaré algebra closes only for D = 26, and determines the 


constant in (7.1.8a). 


(4) Find explicit expressions for all the states at the 4 lowest mass levels of the open 
bosonic string. For the massive levels, combine SO(D—2) representations into 
SO(D—1) ones. Do the same for the 4 lowest (nontrivial) mass levels of the 


closed string. 


(5) Derive (7.1.15), including the expressions in terms of o-integrals. What happens 


to the part of this integral symmetric in 7j for M;;? 
(6) Derive (7.2.8). 


(7) Derive (7.3.17), both from (7.3.3b) and closure of (7.3.14). Show that it implies 
P=DA1GAS 


(8) Show that (7.3.5) satisfies (7.3.3). Show that (7.3.6) gives a supersymmetry 
algebra, and that the operators of (7.3.5) are invariant. Check (7.3.8) till you 
drop. 


(9) Find all the states in the spinning string at the tachyonic, massless, and first 
massive levels. Show that, using the truncation of sect. 7.2, there are equal 
numbers of bosons and fermions at each level. Construct the same states using 
the X and Q oscillators of sect. 7.3. 
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8. BRST QUANTUM MECHANICS 


8.1. IGL(1) 


We first describe the form of the BRST algebra obtained by first-quantization 
of the bosonic string by the method of sect. 3.2, using the constraints found in the 


conformal (temporal) gauge in sect. 6.2. 


The residual gauge invariance in the covariant gauge is conformal transformations 
(modified by the constraint that they preserve the position of the boundaries). After 
quantization in the Schrodinger picture (where the coordinates have no r dependence), 


the Virasoro operators [8.1] 
Gio) =—i|3P*(c)-1] (8.1.1) 


with P as in (7.1.3) but for all Lorentz components, generate only these transfor- 
mations (instead of the complete set of 2D general coordinate transformations they 
generated when left as arbitrary off-shell functions of o and 7 in the classical mechan- 
ics). Using the hamiltonian form of BRST quantization, we first find the classical 
commutation relations (Poisson brackets, neglecting the normal-ordering constant in 
(8.1.1)) 


[G(o1),G(o2)| = 276"(o2 — 01)[G(o1) + G(o2)] 
= 2m [5(o2 — 04)G'(o2) + 25'(o2 — 01)G(o2)| , ~~ (8.1.24) 
or in mode form 
iG(o)=S> Ln" 3 
Lain =o Le 2 (8.1.2b) 
These commutation relations, rewritten as 


| . 2 don)9(02)] = © rola)An'(a)G(a) . (81.34) 
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correspond to the 1D general coordinate transformations (in “zeroth-quantized” no- 


tation) 
O O O 
Arlo) a> Atla) a = ApAr' a> 5 (8.1.30) 
giving the structure constants 
f (01, 023 03) = 276"(0 — 01) [5(01 — 03) + 6(02 —93)] (8.1.4a) 
or a 
Ao’ fis - arg pane : (8.1.46) 
= Oo 


More generally, we have operators whose commutation relations 
[G(o1), O(02)] = 27 [5(o2 — 01) O' (a2) + wd'(o2 — 01) O(a2)| (8.1.5a) 


represent the transformation properties of a 1D tensor of (covariant) rank w, or a 


scalar density of weight w: 
/ MG, o| =O’ +wNO . (8.1.58) 


Equivalently, in terms of 2D conformal transformations, it has scale weight w. (Re- 


member that conformal transformations in D = 2 are equivalent to 1D general co- 


ordinate transformations on o*: See (6.2.7).) In particular, we see from (8.1.2a) 
that G itself is a 2nd-rank-covariant (as opposed to contravariant) tensor: It is the 
energy-momentum tensor of the mechanics action. (It was derived by varying that 
action with respect to the metric.) The finite form of these transformations follows 
from exponentiating the Lie algebra represented in (8.1.3): (8.1.5) can then also be 


rewritten as the usual coordinate transformations 
da'\" 
(=) O'(c') = O(c), (8.1.62) 
where the primes here stand for the transformed quantities (not o-derivatives) or as 
(da')”O'(a") = (do)"O(c)_ , (8.1.60) 


indicating their tensor structure. In particular, a covariant vector (w = 1) can be 
integrated to give an invariant. P is such a vector (and the momentum p the corre- 


sponding conformal invariant), which is why G has twice its weight (by (8.1.1)). 


Before performing the BRST quantization of this algebra, we relate it to the 


light-cone quantization of the previous chapter. The constraints (8.1.1) can be solved 
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in a Gupta-Bleuler fashion in light-cone notation. The difference between that and 
actual light-cone quantization is that in the light-cone quantization P_ is totally 
eliminated at the classical level, whereas in the light-cone notation for the covariant- 
gauge quantization the constraint is used to determine the dependence on the + 
oscillators in terms of the transverse oscillators. One way to do this would be to start 
with a state constructed from just transverse oscillators (as in light-cone quantization) 
and add in terms involving longitudinal oscillators until the constraints are satisfied 
(or actually half of them, ala Gupta-Bleuler). A simpler way is to start at the classical 
level in an arbitrary conformal gauge with transverse oscillators, and then conformally 
transform them to the light-cone gauge to see what a transverse oscillator (in the 


physical sense, not the light-cone-index sense) looks like. We thus wish to consider 


bee 
o’ = —X,(c) =a + oscillator-terms . (8.1.7) 
D+ 


(Without loss of generality, we can work at x, = 0. Equivalently, we can explicitly 
subtract x, from X4. everywhere the latter appears in this derivation.) If we consider 
the same transformation on P, (using OX /d0 = P), we find P,’ = p,, the light-cone 


gauge. (8.1.7) can be rewritten as 


Piga= i doy 5 @ = +X (02) P(os) . (8.1.8) 


(8.1.7) follows upon replacing a; with o;' and integrating out the 6-function (with 
the Jacobian giving the conformal weight factor). A more convenient form for quan- 
tization comes from the mode expansion: Multiplying by e’"*! and integrating, 


; do 
= /—e 


= inX+(0)/p+ B 8.1.9 
ae (c) (8.1.9) 


On 


These (“DDF”) operators [8.2] (with normal ordering, as usual, upon quantization, 
and with transverse Lorentz index i, and n > 0) can be used to create all physi- 
cal states. Due to their definition in terms of a conformal transformation from an 
arbitrary conformal gauge to a completely fixed (light-cone) gauge, they are auto- 
matically conformally invariant: i.e., they commute with G. (This can be verified to 
remain true after quantization.) Consequently, states constructed from them satisfy 
the Gupta-Bleuler constraints, since the conformal generators push past these opera- 
tors to hit the vacuum. Thus, these operators allow the construction of the physical 
Hilbert space within the formalism of covariant-gauge quantization, and allow a direct 


comparison with light-cone quantization. 
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On the other hand, for most purposes it is more convenient to solve the constraints 
as covariantly as possible (which is we why we are working with covariant-gauge 
quantization in the first place). The next step is the IGL(1) algebra [3.4] 


oe d 
Q= 3 6 (-P? +O +i cco) =e eye a 
27 27 
da ~ 6 
B= = Cm (8.1.10) 
Expanding in the ghost zero-mode 
c= é (8.1.11) 
1 
we also find (see (3.4.3b)) 
p+M?=2/ A ; M+ = ~i { CC’ (8.1.12) 


X 9 (the intercept of the leading Regge trajectory) is a constant introduced, as in 
the light-cone formalism, because of implicit normal ordering. The only ambiguous 
constant in J® is an overall one, which we choose to absorb into the zero-mode term so 
that it appears as cO/Oc, so that physical fields have vanishing ghost number. (This 
also makes J?? = 1 — J.) In analogy to the particle, C is a momentum (defined to 
be periodic on o € [—7,7]), as follows from consideration of 7 reversal in the classical 
mechanics action, but here 7 reversal is accompanied by o reversal in order to avoid 
switching + and — modes. (In the classical action the ghost is odd under such a 
transformation, since it carries a 2D vector index, as does the gauge parameter, while 
the antighost is even, carrying 2 indices, as does the gauge-fixing function gmn-) C can 
also be separated into odd and even parts, which is useful when similarly separating 
P as in (7.1.3a): 


C=C+C , C(-0)=C(c) , C(-0)=-C(o) . (8.1.13) 


We now pay attention to the quantum effects. Rather than examining the BRST 
algebra, we look at the IGL(1)-invariant Virasoro operators (from (3.2.13)) 


; ap 6, [ao \ 
G=9+0 + (25) op — Ll) 4 8.1.14 

aa + (Ca) +(x 0-1) (8.1.14 

(The « 9 — 1 just replaces the 1 in (8.1.1) with « 9.) Corresponding to (8.1.2b), 
we now have the exact quantum mechanical commutation relations (after normal 


ordering) 


(m? —m)+2(x9—-1mM]}6m—-n - (8.1.15) 


A E = 26 
12 
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The terms linear in m in the anomalous terms (those not appearing in the classical 
result (8.1.2)) are trivial, and can be arbitrarily modified by adding a constant to Lo. 
That the remaining term is ~ m° follows from (1D) dimensional analysis: IG, G] ~ 
5'G + 6”, since the first term implies G ~ 1/o? dimensionally, so only 5” ~ 1/04 
can be used. The values of the coefficients in these terms can also be determined 
by evaluating just the vacuum matrix elements (0| [L_,,L,]|0) for n = 1,2. Further 
examining these terms, we see that the ghost contributions are necessary to cancel 
those from the physical coordinates (which have coefficient D), and do so only for 
D = 26. The remaining anomaly cancels for «x 9 = 1. Under the same conditions one 
can show that Q? = 0. Thus, in the covariant formalism, where Lorentz covariance is 
manifest and not unitarity (the opposite of the light-cone formalism), Q? = 0 is the 
analog of the light cone’s | J_;, J_;] = 0 (and the calculation is almost identical, so the 
reader will have little trouble modifying his previous calculation). C and 6 ri 5C can be 
expanded in zero-modes and creation and annihilation operators, as P ((7.1.7a)), but 
the creation operators in C are canonically conjugate to the annihilation operators in 


6/5C, and vice versa: 


BS LO“, : . 
C =c+)>—~(c iene sae» ve 
1 nm 
6 OY one 
a n(—iG,'e  4ig,e") + 
5G a) vin( ) 
(epeitatiee  Aege  Stee 4 (8.1.16) 


(Since the IGL(1) formalism is directly related to the OSp(1,1]2), as in sect. 4.2, we 
have normalized the oscillators in a way that will make the Sp(2) symmetry manifest 
in the next section.) The physical states are obtained by hitting |0) with a'’s but also 
requiring Q|w) = 0; states |W) = Q]|x) are null states (pure gauge). The condition 
of being annihilated by Q is equivalent to being annihilated by L,, for n < 0 (ice, 
the “nonpositive energy” part of G(a), which is now normal ordered and includes the 
— X g term of (8.1.10,14)), which is just the constraint in Gupta-Bleuler quantization. 
Lo is simply the Lorentz-covariantization of H of (7.1.8) (i-e., all transverse indices 


replaced with Lorentz indices). 


An interesting fact about the Virasoro algebra (8.1.15) (and its generalizations, 
see below) is that, after an appropriate shift in Lo (namely, the choice of « 9 = 1 in 
this case), the anomaly does not appear in the Sp(2) (=SL(2)=SU(1,1)=SO(2,1)= 
projective group) subalgebra given by n = 0,+1 [8.3], independent of the represen- 


tation (in this case, D). Furthermore, unlike the whole Virasoro algebra (even when 
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the anomaly cancels), we can define a state which is left invariant by this Sp(2). 
Expanding (8.1.14) in modes (as in (7.1.7a, 8.1.2b)), the only term in L, containing 
no annihilation operators is ~ p-a,', so we choose p = 0. Then Ly =0 requires the 
state be on-shell, which means it’s in the usual massless sector (Yang-Mills). Further 
examination then shows that this state is uniquely determined to be the state corre- 
sponding to a constant (p = 0) Yang-Mills ghost field C. It can also be shown that 
this is the only gauge-invariant, BRST-invariant state (i.e., in the “cohomology” of 
Q) of that ghost-number J? [8.4]. Since it has the same ghost number as the gauge 
parameter A (see (4.2.1)), this means that it can be identified as the only gauge in- 
variance of the theory which has no inhomogeneous term: Any gauge parameter of 
the form A = Qe not only leaves the free action invariant, but also the interacting one, 
since upon gauge fixing it’s a gauge invariance of the ghosts (which means the ghosts 
themselves require ghosts), which must be maintained at the interacting level for 
consistent quantization. However, any parameter satisfying QA = 0 won’t contribute 
to the free gauge transformation of the physical fields, but may contribute at the 
interacting level. In fact, gauge transformations in the cohomology of Q are just the 
global invariances of the theory, or at least those which preserve the second-quantized 
vacuum about which the decomposition into free and interacting has been defined. 
Since the BRST transformation 6® = Q® is just the gauge transformation with the 
gauge parameter replaced by the ghost, this transformation parameter appears in the 
field in the same position as would the corresponding ghost. For the bosonic string, 
the only massless physical field is Yang-Mills, and thus the only global invariance is 
the usual global nonabelian symmetry. Thus, the state invariant under this Sp(2) di- 
rectly corresponds to the global invariance of the string theory, and to its ghost. This 
Sp(2) symmetry can be maintained at the interacting level in tree graph calculations 
(see sect. 9.2), especially for vertices, basically due to the fact that tree graphs have 
the same global topology as free strings. In such calculations it’s therefore somewhat 
more convenient to expand states about this Sp(2)-invariant “vacuum” instead of the 
usual one. (We now refer to the first-quantized vacuum with respect to which free 
fields are defined. It’s redefinition is unrelated to the usual vacuum redefinitions of 
field theory, which are inhomogeneous in the fields.) This effectively switches the role 
of the corresponding pair of ghost oscillators (just the nm = 1 mode) between creation 


and annihilation operators. 


The closed string [4.5] is quantized similarly, but with 2 sets of modes (+; except 
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that there are still just one x and p), and we can separate 


(7) = (C + C)(+0) (8.1.17) 


corresponding to (7.1.6). 


Since A commutes with both M? and M*, it is Sp(2)-invariant. Thus, the mod- 
ified Virasoro operators L,, it gives (in analogy to (8.1.2b), or, more specifically, the 
nonnegative-energy ones), and in particular their fermionic parts, can be used to 
generate (BRST) Sp(2)-invariant states, with the exception of the zeroth and first 
fermionic Virasoro operators (the projective subgroup), which vanish on the vacuum. 
We will now show that these operators, together with the bosonic oscillators, are 
sufficient to generate all such states, i.e., the complete set of physical fields [4.1]. (By 
physical fields we mean all fields appearing in the gauge-invariant action, including 
Stueckelberg fields and unphysical Lorentz components.) This is seen by bosonizing 
the two fermionic coordinates into a single additional bosonic coordinate, whose con- 
tribution to the Virasoro operators includes a term linear in the new oscillators, but 
lacking the first mode. This corresponds to the fact that M+ contains a term linear 
in the annihilation operator of the first mode. Thus, the Virasoro operators generate 
excitations in all but the first mode of the new coordinate, and the condition M* = 0 
kills only excitations in the first mode. J? is just the zero mode of the new coordinate, 


so its vanishing (which then implies T = 0) completes the derivation. 


The bosonization is essentially the same as the standard procedure [8.5], except 
for differences due to the indefinite metric of the Hilbert space of the ghosts. The 
fermionic coordinates can be expressed in terms of a bosonic coordinate ¥ (analogous 


to X) as 
=eX , (8.1.18) 


with our usual implicit normal ordering (with both terms ¢ + po of the zero mode 
appearing in the same exponential factor). Note the hermiticity of these fermionic 
coordinates, due to the lack of i’s in the exponents. (For physical bosons and fermions, 
we would use w = e”, wt = e~*¥, with y canonically conjugate to wt.) x has the 
mode expansion 


X= (G+ po) + Y> DlGne™ +4 ,e"") 
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By comparison with (7.1.7), we see that this coordinate has a timelike metric (i-e., 


it’s a ghost). Using 


~ w(t y a(t , ab 
2 eA) se PXCO) =; etxlo)FbX(0") [2i sinds* + € , (8.1.20) 
we can verify the fermionic anticommutation relations, as well as 
Cpe Ieee + do 9 
J sips , Mr= }—e* ; (8.1.21a) 
20 
A=3(P?-x?-x"-9) (8.1.21) 


Since J? is quantized in integral values, y is defined to exist on a circle of imaginary 
length with anticyclic boundary conditions. (The imaginary eigenvalues of this hermi- 
tian operator are due to the indefiniteness induced by the ghosts into the Hilbert-space 
metric.) Conversely, choosing such values for if makes Cc periodic in a. The SU(2) 
which follows from J* and M™ is not the usual one constructed in bosonization [8.6] 


because of the extra factors and inverses of 0/00 involved (see the next section). 


Since we project onto p = 75 when acting on ®, we find for the parts of M* and 


A linear in x oscillators when acting on ® 
M* = e7424,+--- , Lp=4vn(n—-ljat,te-. . (8.1.22) 


This shows how the constraint 7’ = 0 essentially just eliminates the zeroth and first 


oscillators of x. 


We have seen some examples above of Virasoro operators defined as expressions 
quadratic in functions of o (and their functional derivatives). More generally, we 
can consider a bosonic (periodic) function f(o) with arbitrary weight w. In order to 


obtain the transformation law (8.1.5), we must have 


G(o) = ls —w (f=) (8.1.23) 


up to an overall normal-ordering constant (which we drop). By manipulations like 
those above, we find 


[Lay Ln] = (2 — m)Lngn + {[(w — 3)? — &] mo - gm} ben (8.1.23b) 


Since f’ and 5/5f (or f and —d/6f") have the same commutation relations as two P’s, 
but with off-diagonal metric na, = Gas for w = 0 (or w = 1) the algebra (8.1.23) 


must give just twice the contribution to the anomaly as a single P. This agrees exactly 
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with (8.1.15) (the D term). For fermionic f, the anomalous terms in (8.1.23) have the 
opposite overall sign. In that case, f and 6 /6 f have the anticommutation relations 
of 2 physical fermions (see sect. 7.2), again with the off-diagonal metric, and w = 5 
gives the Virasoro operators for 2 physical fermions (i.e., as in the above bosonic 
case, G can be rewritten as the sum of 2 independent G’s). The anomaly for a single 
physical fermion in thus given by half of that in (8.1.23b), with opposite sign. Another 
interesting case is w = —1 (or 2), which, for fermions, gives the ghost contribution 
of (8.1.15) (the non-D terms, for x 9 = 0; comparing (8.1.14) with (8.1.23a), we see 
C has w = —1 and thus 5/6C has w = 2). Thus, (8.1.23) is sufficient to give all the 
Virasoro algebras which are homogeneous of second order in 1D functions. By the 


method of bosonization (8.1.18), the fermionic case of (8.1.23a) can be rewritten as 
G=i[sP’+(3-w)P' +4], (8.1.23¢) 


where f = exp ¥ in terms of a timelike coordinate y (P = ~’). For w = 3, this 
gives an independent demonstration that 2 physical fermions give the same anomaly 
as 1 physical boson (modulo the normal-ordering constant), since they are physically 
equivalent (up to the boundary conditions on the zero-modes). (There are also factors 
of 7 that need to be inserted in various places to distinguish physical bosons and 


fermions from ghost ones, but these don’t affect the value of the anomaly.) 


As before, these Virasoro operators correspond to 2D energy-momentum tensors 
obtained by varying an action with respect to the 2D metric. Using the vielbein 
formalism of sect. 4.1, we first note that the Lorentz group has only one generator, 


which acts very simply on the light-cone components of a covariant tensor: 


Ma=farM (4-=1) -— [M,v@] = she), (8.1.24) 


” wo 


where for tensors s is the number of “+” indices minus indices. However, since 
the 2D Lorentz group is abelian, this generalizes to arbitrary “spin,” half-integral as 


well as irrational. The covariant derivative can then be written as 
Vax=CatuamM , 


-1.b 
Wa = mee Uae = ade =—€gpeOme eo”. (8.1.25) 


We also have the only nonvanishing component of the curvature Rabea given by 
(4.1.31): 
et R= &™0),Wm = Om le*™On(e~*ea”)| : (8.1.26) 
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The covariant action corresponding to (8.1.23a) is 


Sw i ee? OVO gy trav toe) 


[M,o),,])=tuy~,, , (8.1.27) 


where wy), corresponds to f and w'*),_,, to 6/6 f . For open-string boundary con- 


ditions, w),, are combined to form f (as, for w = 1, P* combined to form Pin 
(7.1.3a)); for closed strings, the 2 functions can be used independently (as the usual 


(+) modes for closed strings). We thus see that the spin is related to the weight (at 


least for these free, classical fields) as s = tw for @),,. The action corresponding 


to (8.1.23c) (neglecting the normal-ordering constant) is [8.7] 
Sw [ee e [xO x+(w-3)Rx] (8.1.28) 


(We have dropped some surface terms, as in (4.1.36).) The fact that (8.1.28a) repre- 
sents a particle with spin can be seen in (at least) 2 ways. One way is to perform a 


duality transformation [8.8]: (8.1.28a) can be written in first-order form as 
ce [ee et [R(Fa)? + F*Vax t+ (w—3)Rx] (8.1.28b) 


(Note that Vx is the field strength for y under the global invariance y — x + constant. 
In that respect, the last term in (8.1.28b) is like a “Chern-Simons” term, since it can 
only be written as the product of 1 field with 1 field strength, in terms of the fields 
w, and x and their field strengths R and Vay.) Eliminating F' by its equation of 


motion gives back (8.1.28a), while eliminating y gives 
cue [ee et la, , 
Ga = —eapV°¢ ’ [M, d| = 3 : (8.1.28c) 


(Actually, since (8.1.28a) and (8.1.28c) are equivalent on shell, we could equally well 
have started with (8.1.28c) and avoided this discussion of duality transformations. 
However, (8.1.28a) is a little more conventional-looking, and the one that more com- 
monly appears in the literature.) The unusual Lorentz transformation law of ¢ follows 


from the fact that it’s the logarithm of a tensor: 
[M,e*]=(w—se? , [M,e*%]=(4-w)e? . (8.1.29) 


This is analogous to (8.1.18), but the weights there are increased by 3 by quantum 


effects. (More examples of this effect will be discussed in sect. 9.1.) 
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Another way to see that x has an effective Lorentz weight w is to look at the 
relationship between Lorentz weights and weights under 2D general coordinate trans- 
formations (or 1D, or 2D conformal transformations), as in (8.1.5). This follows 
from the fact that conformally invariant theories, when coupled to gravity, become 
locally scale invariant theories (even without introducing the scale compensator @ 
of (4.1.34)). (Conversely, conformal transformations can be defined as the subgroup 
of general coordinate + local scale transformations which leaves the vacuum invari- 
ant.) This means that we can gauge-transform e to 1, or, equivalently, redefine the 
nongravitational fields to cancel all dependence on e. Then e,™ appears only in the 


1/2 


unit-determinant combination e,g™ = e-/*e,™. The weights w then appear in the 


scale transformation which leaves (8.1.27) invariant: 
Vy, Se iy. (8.1.30) 


(This has the same form as a local Lorentz transformation, but with different relative 
signs for the fields in the (+) terms of (8.1.27). This is related to the fact that, upon 
applying the equations of motion, and in the conformal gauge, the 2 sets of fields de- 
pend respectively on 7-Fo, and therefore have independent conformal transformations 
on these + coordinates, except as related by boundary conditions for the open string.) 


~1/? then replaces the ~’s with fields which are scale-invariant, but 


Choosing eS = e 
transform under general coordinate transformations as densities of weight w (i.e., as 
tensors times e~”/*). In the conformal gauge, these densities satisfy the usual free 
(from gravity) field equations, since the vielbein has been eliminated (the determi- 
nant by redefinition, the rest by choice of general coordinate gauge). Similar remarks 
apply to (8.1.28), but it’s not scale invariant. To isolate the scale noninvariance of 
that action, rather than make the above scale transformation, we make a nonlocal 
redefinition of x in (8.1.28a) which reduces to the above type of scale transformation 


in the conformal gauge e,™ = 6,™: 


1 
XxX - (we nak (8.1.31) 
In the conformal gauge, R = —30 Ine. (Remember: y is like the logarithm of a 


tensor.) Under this redefinition, the action becomes 


1 
Sm [ee e? [xO x — 3(w— 7) RSR (8.1.32) 


(Note that y now satisfies the usual scalar field equation.) The redefined field is now 


scale invariant, and the scale noninvariance can now be attributed to the second term, 
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which is the same kind of term responsible for the conformal (Virasoro) anomalies at 
the quantum level (i.e., the 1-loop contribution to the 2D field theory in a background 
gravitational field). In fact, the conformally invariant action (4.1.39), with a factor 
proportional to 1/(D — 2), is the dimensionally regularized expression responsible for 
the anomaly: Although (4.1.39) is conformally invariant in arbitrary D, subtraction 
of the divergent (i-e., with a coefficient 1/(D — 2)) R term, which is conformally 
invariant only in D = 2 (as follows from considering the D — 2 limit of (4.1.39) 
without multiplying by 1/(D—2)), leaves a renormalized (finite) action which, in the 
limit D — 2, is just the second term of (8.1.32). Thus, the second term in (8.1.32) 
contributes classically to the anomaly of (8.1.23b), the remaining contribution being 
the usual quantum contribution of the scalar. (On the other hand, in the fermionic 
theory from which (8.1.28) can be derived by quantum mechanical bosonization, all 


of the anomaly is quantum mechanical.) 


D < 26 can also be quantized (at least at the tree level), but there is an anomaly 
in 2D local scale invariance which causes det(gmn) to reappear at the quantum level 
[8.9] (or, in the light-cone formalism, an extra “longitudinal” Lorentz component of 
X [1.3,4]); however, there are complications at the one-loop level which have not yet 


been resolved. 


Presently the covariant formulation of string interactions is understood only 
within the IGL(1) formalism (although in principle it’s straightforward to obtain 
the OSp(1,1|2) formalism by eliminating the auxiliary fields, as in sect. 4.2). These 


interactions will be discussed in sect. 12.2. 


8.2. OSp(1,1|2) 


We next use the light-cone Poincaré algebra of the string, obtained in sect. 7.1, to 
derive the OSp(1,1|2) formulation as in sect. 3.4, which can be used to find the gauge- 
invariant action. We then relate this to the first-quantized IGL(1) of the previous 
section by the methods of sect. 4.2. This OSp(1,1|2) formalism can also be derived 
from first quantization simply by treating the zero-mode of g as g for the particle 


(sect. 5.1), and the other modes of the metric as in the conformal gauge (sect. 6.2). 


All operators come directly from the light-cone expressions of sect. 7.1, using 
the dimensional extension of sect. 2.6, as described in the general case in sect. 3.4. 
In particular, to evaluate the action and its gauge invariance in the form (4.1.6), 


we'll need the expressions for Myg, M?, and Q, = M.*pa + MamM given by using 
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i = (a,q) in (7.1.14,15). Thus, 
/ aA =~ 
Mag = -if XoqPe = Sa aGsng) 5 
/ A =~ 
Moa = -i | XoPq = Se Gl aiatnal ) 
aes : 
M? = / (B? —2) =2(Sonatatay—1)=2(N-1) , 


MomM = —id / Xk = Oeikes Ate): 


n-1 lee) 
i= iz (: Sy VJ m(n — Ti Gin Gee % — os Vm(n + mal tains) , (8.2.1) 
m=1 m=1 


where again the 7 summation is over both a and a, representing modes coming from 
both the physical X*(c) (with x* identified as the usual spacetime coordinate) and 
the ghost modes X°(c) (with x° the ghost coordinates of sect. 3.4), as in the mode 
expansion (7.1.7). 


To understand the relation of the first-quantized BRST quantization [4.4,5] to 
that derived from the light cone (and from the OSp(1,1|2)), we show the Sp(2) sym- 
metry of the ghost coordinates. We first combine all the ghost oscillators into an 


“isospinor” [4.1]: 


a 1 Al ) 
OS iG (55) (8.2.2) 


This isospinor directly corresponds (except for lack of zero modes) to X* of the 
OSp(1,1|2) formalism from the light cone: We identify 


KES (GOS pases (8.2.3) 


and we can thus directly construct objects which are manifestly covariant under the 
Sp(2) of Mag. The periodic inverse derivative in (8.2.2) is defined in terms of the 
saw-tooth function 
if ri / i / / 

sagt) = f 5 |e — 0!) —=(0 = 0") PAE) «3 (8.2.4) 
where e(o) = +1 for to > 0. The product of the derivative with this inverse 
derivative, in either order, is simply the projection operator which subtracts out 
the zero mode. (For example, C* is just C minus its zero mode.) Along with P,, 
this completes the identification of the nonzero-modes of the two formalisms. We can 


then rewrite the other relevant operators (8.1.10,12) in terms of C®: 


d 
p+m?= fo 


ee Pe a Cue” — 2) 
T 
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0, = —15 / CP PRON? =) 5 


Mag = -i3 = Cialpy . (8.2.5) 


Again, all definitions include normal ordering. This first-quantized IGL(1) can then 
be seen to agree with that derived from OSp(1,1|2) in (8.2.1) by expanding in zero- 


modes. 


For the closed string, the OSp(1,1|2) algebra is extended to an IOSp(1,1|2) algebra 
following the construction of (7.1.17): As for the open-string case, the D-dimensional 
indices of the light-cone formalism are extended to (D+4)-dimensional indices, but 
just the values A = (+,q@) are kept for the BRST algebra. To obtain the analog of 
the IGL(1) formalism, we perform the transformation (3.4.3a) for both left and right- 
handed modes. The extension of IGL(1) to GL(1|1) analogous to that of OSp(1,1|2) 
to IOSp(1,1|2) uses the subalgebras (Q, J?, p_, p° = 0/0c) of the IOSp(1,1|2)’s of each 
set of open-string operators. After dropping the terms containing 0/0¢, x_ drops out, 


and we can set p, = 1 to obtain: 


O 
Q—- — ic3(pa" + M*) + M*iz- + Q* , 
Cc 


O 
5 ae ee | 


Oc 
p- > —43(p+M’) , 
x O 
Ge oP cee (8.2.6) 


These generators have the same algebra as N=2 supersymmetry in one dimension, 
with Q and p® corresponding to the two supersymmetry generators (actually the 
complex combination and its complex conjugate), J* to the O(2) generator which 
scales them, and p_ the 1D momentum. The closed-string algebra GL(1|1) is then 
constructed in analogy to the IOSp(1,1|2), taking sums for the J’s and differences for 
the p’s. 


The application of this algebra to obtaining the gauge-invariant action will be 


discussed in chapt. 11. 
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8.3. Lorentz gauge 


We will next consider the OSp(1,1]2) algebra which corresponds to first-quantization 
in the Lorentz gauge [3.7], as obtained by the methods of sect. 3.3 when applied to 


the Virasoro algebra of constraints. 


From (3.3.2), for the OSp(1,1|2) algebra we have 


af do ail p2 1La(amB)l,; é 0 ljprapl al . 
Q? = if Z| cae 1) + 3CCOM i= — Bisa + H(O°B' — OB) 
Kio 


B is conjugate to the time-components of the gauge field, which in this case means 
the components g and g®! of the unit-determinant part of the world-sheet metric 
(see chapt. 6). This expression can be simplified by the unitary transformation Q° — 
UQ*U—! with 


C) 
= =t friced\ 2 
InU = 3 [(3C Calas’ - (8.3.2) 
We then have the OSp(1,1|2) (from (3.3.7)): 
a 6 } 6 
= it 2 ) pee Be — B 
Ts fal ipP? +i+0% 5+ = car 
) ) 
Jog = [Come ) Ju =2 [Come ) 
ee: 
Tix = [2B5+C roca (8.3.3) 


A gauge-fixed kinetic operator for string field theory which is invariant under the 
full OSp(1,1|2) can be derived, 


k= ¥{t-% [tu figg] b= [¥PP— 1+ Origa + Big = Hehe Me) 
(8.3.4) 


as the zero-mode of the generators G(c) from (3.3.10): 


2 aie 5 
a= afore 


5 eG 5 56 \' 
_ 1B 1)4.0% ce \ipl2y (pe) . 93s 
GE Sa) 5a +( scm) = gE + 5) 3) 


The analog in the usual OSp(1,1|2) formalism is 


HI*, [Ja P+"]} =p pa = 2psp_+p%po=O-M? . (8.3.6) 
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This differs from the usual light-cone gauge-fixed hamiltonian p_, which is not OSp(1,1|2) 
invariant. Unlike the ordinary BRST case (but like the light-cone formalism), this 
operator is invertible, since it’s of the standard form K = 5p? +--+. This was made 
possible by the appearance of an even number (2) of anticommuting zero-modes. In 
ordinary BRST (sect. 4.4), the kinetic operator is fermionic: c(O — M?) —22M?* is 


not invertible because M*t is not invertible. 


As usual, the propagator can be converted into a form amenable to first-quantized 


path-integral techniques by first introducing the Schwinger proper-time parameter: 


1 lee) 
auf dpe (8.3.7) 


where 7 is identified with the (Wick-rotated) world-sheet time. At the free level, the 
analysis of this propagator corresponds to solving the Schrodinger equation or, in 
the Heisenberg picture (or classical mechanics of the string), to solving for the time 
dependence of the coordinates which follow from treating K as the hamiltonian: 


[K,Z)=iZ' , Z-[K,Z)=0 -— Z=Z(c+ir) (8.3.8) 
for Z = P,C, B,5/5C,6/5B. Thus in the mode expansion Z = zy+0$(znte~met) + 
zne?t'7)) the positive-energy z,,'’s are creation operators while the negative-energy 
Z,’s are annihilation operators. (Remember active vs. passive transformations: In the 
Schrédinger picture coordinates are constant while states have time dependence e~”; 


in the Heisenberg picture states are constant while coordinates have time dependence 


ef ( ler.) 


When doing string field theory, in order to define real string fields we identify 
complex conjugation of the fields as usual with proper-time reversal in the mechanics, 
which, in order to preserve handedness in the world sheet, means reversing 0 as well 
as T. As a result, all reparametrization-covariant variables with an even number of 
2D vector indices are interpreted as string-field coordinates, while those with an odd 
number are momenta. (See sect. 8.1.) This means that X is a coordinate, while B and 
C are momenta. Therefore, we should define the string field as ®|X (a), G(o), Fa(o)], 
where B = i6/dG and C® = id/dF4. This field is real under a combined complex 
conjugation and “twist” (¢ — —o), and Q® is odd in the number of functional plus 
o derivatives. (Note that the corresponding replacement of B with G and C with F’ 
would not be required if the G;’s had been associated with a Yang-Mills symmetry 
rather than general coordinate transformations, since in that case B and C' carry no 


vector indices. ) 
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This OSp(1,1|2) algebra can also be derived from the classical mechanics action. 
The 2D general coordinate transformations (6.1.2) generated by 6 = f € e™(a)Gm(o) 
determine the BRST transformations by (3.3.2): 

OP XS OPO. «5 
Org = Op (CP%g™) 2. gas" 
Ole Oia 
Q°B™ - +(C™°O,B™ 2S Bronce *) 


gO79,0™) — CH B™ 


— § [20° (OnCP*)OpCO™g + CCP GAnIpC™| . 


(8.3.9) 
We then redefine 
B™@ — Bpm_ sO OL O™. 4 
Oren _ c7g,cme = C28 Bm 
OR = COR” .. (8.3.10) 
The rest of the OSp(1,1|2) follows from (3.3.7): 
Tiel, Coan G™) =0 , Tig = 7s Ongar } 
Bye. Oe uae B™) =0'% Jee  H0G OC OR, % 
Js Xp ry SHO Yee BPS. TeCPP Sone 4 (8.3.11) 
An ISp(2)-invariant gauge-fixing term is (dropping boundary terms) 
Ly = Qa? 3g? = —"Npq LBP Ong" + 39" (OmCP*)(InC%a)| , (8.3.12) 


where 77 is the flat world-sheet metric. This expression is the analog of the gauge- 
fixing term Q?3A? for Lorentz gauges in Yang-Mills [3.6,12]. Variation of B gives the 
condition for harmonic coordinates. The ghosts have the same form of lagrangian 
as X, but not the same boundary conditions: At the boundary, any variable with 
an even number of 2D vector indices with the value 1 has its o-derivative vanish, 
while any variable with an odd number vanishes itself. These are the only boundary 
conditions consistent with Poincaré and BRST invariance. They are preserved by the 


redefinitions below. 


8.3. Lorentz gauge 163 


Rather than this Landau-type harmonic gauge, we can also define more general 
Lorentz-type gauges, such as Fermi-Feynman, by adding to (8.3.12) a term propor- 
tional to Oe em Oa Olsen = —dnnB™B +--+. We will not consider such terms 


further here. 


Although the hamiltonian quantum mechanical form of Q® (8.3.3) also follows 
from (3.3.2) (with the functional derivatives now with respect to functions of just 0 
instead of both o and 7), the relation to the lagrangian form follows only after some 
redefinitions, which we now derive. The hamiltonian form that follows directly from 
(8.3.9,10) can be obtained by applying the Noether procedure to L = Lo + Li: The 
BRST current is 


Je = (grPom — gm cP)*) 5 |(InX) - (OpX) + (OnC%) (OpCaa)| 
— BOs Cres g7Pe™).: (8.3.13) 


where (2D) vector indices have been raised and lowered with the flat metric. Canon- 


ically quantizing, with 


1 6 les } 1 } 
—_ p? — ‘a —= in —_ —_9 = : —II] ma — —————— 5 8.3.14 
a! oy eae “Fgom a! ‘5Cma ee 
we apply 
s 1 2 ma 1 ma ma 
Sa ~ 500 (P° OLX): 4 oS ~ 500 (H Sgr homey, (8.3.14b) 
to the first term in (8.3.13) and 
A4g°" —0 ; 6 0G ee Hes F (8.3.14c) 


to the second to obtain 
1 
Joo _ (a) 5 (ee? 4X") a ("Tg 4 mPa) 
go _ 
ie (c™ _ oc) x . P® a Cm TL) 2s. es Ae (g™lectsy'| 
(8.3.15) 


where Q® ~ [do J. 


By comparison with (8.3.3), an obvious simplification is to absorb the g factors 


into the C’s in the first two terms. This is equivalent to 


ome _, §,™Cle _ gomcoe (8.3.16) 
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and the corresponding redefinitions (unitary transformation) of II and B. This puts 


g-dependence into the BII terms, 
Dm i 20 Bl 9 ‘i 20 


unlike (8.3.3), so we remove it by the g redefinition 


Big 2 (8.3.18) 
These redefinitions give 
Joo = [C%%5(PO +X) + C1". PP] 
+ {0% (CMa) + C1 [C™ Ting + (CHog)'| } 
— {0° (B? + 91B°)’ + C'* |-B™ + gmB™ + (goB°)' } 


+ 0% [50 Cine! + (GmCO)'C™6'| —Tm*B™ (8.3.19) 
The quadratic terms C'B’ don’t appear in (8.3.3), and can be removed by the unitary 
transformation 

Q’ =UQU" , nu= -i5 , Cect (8.3.20) 
giving 


Jor = [C%F(P? +X?) + C1X". PP] 
+ {0% (C™T ig)! + C1 [C™ "Ima + (C°*To,)'| } 
— {0° (91 B°Y + C™* |gmB™ + (goB°)'] } 
8 (g OOP\'O™, =H B™ .. (8.3.21) 
Finally, the remaining terms can be fixed by the transformation 
InU = | Gi, + goC’ a’) (8.3.22) 


to get (8.3.3), after extending o to [—7,7] by making the definitions 


P= (Poe). 
2a’ 
1 ) i 
Ct = Che Oe ; ae mney eon 
7a ) "S00 oma 0 1 ) 
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0 1 
Paget 9) + 5G ~ Taal 


where the previous coordinates, defined on [0,7], have been extended to [—7, 7] as 


(B°+B") , (8.3.23) 


Ane ACA ae (8.3.24) 


with “+” if Z has an even number of vector indices with the value 1, and “—” for an 
odd number, in accordance with the boundary conditions, so that the new coordinates 


will be periodic in o with period 27. 


To describe the closed string with the world-sheet metric, we again use 2 sets of 
open-string operators, as in (7.1.17), with each set of open-string operators given as 
in (8.3.3,4), and the translations are now, in terms of the zero-modes b and c of B 
and C, 


O 
P+ fae p) 
Lo 
a = = tS 9 
p+ Oc 
i 2 
p. =-—(K+ p, : 8.3.25 
P+ ( ) ( ) 


The OSp(1,1|2) subgroup of the resulting IOSp(1,1|2), after the use of the constraints 
Ap = 0, reduces to what would be obtained from applying the general result (3.3.2) 
to closed string mechanics. ((3.2.6a), without the BO/OC term, gives the usual BRST 
operator when applied to closed-string mechanics, which is the same as the sum of 


two open-string ones with the two sets of physical zero-modes identified.) 


We now put the OSp(1,1]2) generators in a form analogous to those derived 
from the light cone [3.13]. Let’s first consider the open string. Separating out the 
dependence on the zero-modes g and f® in the OSp(1,1|2) operators, 


O po 
Jog = Soap + Map ) 
O O — 
ee eee M_ 
Jy. 9g ape t + ? 
O Ss 
y awe eg ape ete ; 
Jo =f SO Bedi O inl PFae+M (8.3.26) 
-a — “Og JPa afe a B -@ 3 ails 


where the M’s are the parts of the J’s not containing these zero-modes, K is given 
in (8.3.4), and 


B. = | BC, 
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Ca = / COP Ou. < (8.3.27) 


From (3.3.8) and (8.3.26) we find the commutators of Map, Bo, Cag, and K; the 


nonvanishing ones are: 


[Mas,M+] =—CyoMaa) , 


{M_.,M+,} — C3 _ Map ; 
[M_+, Ma] = $M to ’ 


{M_,,M_g} =2iKCog , 


[Maa, By] = —CyaBay , [Mag,Cys]=—CoyaCays) 
[M_., B,| = 3Bo ’ [M_+,Cag] a= 2Cap ’ 
{M.4,Bp}=2Cap , [M_o,Ce,| = —CagBy - (8.3.28) 


(To show {M_),, Bg} = 0 requires explicit use of (8.3.3), but it won’t be needed 
below.) 


We then make the redefinition (see (3.6.8)) 
g= 5h? (8.3.29) 


as for the particle. We next redefine the zero-modes as in (3.5.2) by first making the 


unitary transformation 


In U = (Inh) (: nn fo _ if... (8.3.30a) 
to redefine h and then 
InU =—f*M 44 (8.3.30) 


to redefine c*®. The net result is that the transformed operators are 


O 2, 
Ji4=—ah ’ Jta = hare ’ Jos = Saggy + Mas ’ 
Ja fox + > ppl +f) M.A" fa+Qa\ , (8.3.31a) 


where 
9. =M_.-i}Bat KMsa . (8.3.31b) 
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We also have é 
Pr=h , Po=-fa » P= —Z(K + ine (8.3.32) 


These expressions have the canonical form (3.4.2a), with the identification 
Map? Map , QaQa . (8.3.33) 
From (8.3.28) we then find 

{9,9} =-2K Mag , (8.3.34) 


consistent with the identification (8.3.33). Thus the IOSp(1,1|2) algebra (8.3.31,32) 
takes the canonical form of chapt. 3. This also allows the closed string formalism to 


be constructed. 


For expanding the fields, it’s more convenient to expand the coordinate in real 


oscillators (preserving the reality condition of the string field) as 
P=p+ > Vn(-iante”” + ian’), 
n 
G=gt+>ovValgnte i + Ggne") 
1 


mon IT : : 
B=6+)>—=(=ib,'e-"* 7b") 5 
2 Ti 


Fe= 4 he LS Vite it Ae 
1 
C= crs e Neg a ee ee). (8.3.35) 
r vn 
(With our conventions, always z,°' = (z,°)', and thus znq! = —(Znq)'.) The com- 


mutation relations are then 
[ani G'| = [Dms In'| — Cee bn'| = One ; 


4 Cenées fing’ } = 1S Cna'} = Onn? af 5 (8.3.36) 
We then have 


[o.e) 
=~ 


Ou = Di One ae Cna! On) _ (Bn faa 3 faethe) ; 


1 


fice. 
OR i A Ga Ie 7s 
vn a : 
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CO 


k= Lo = —,0 cat as So n(an' *An + bn! Gn a2 Gn'bn ae Cras ai ree 
1 


Se .. 


Leys Sans 
a S- V mn i m) (am! *An+tm + Dall gic + Cis ano 
m=1 


ar cra panes + fa Oe) 


n-1 
+ S- Vm(n — M)(—5Am * An—-m + OmGn—m + Cm’ fn—ma)- (8.3.37) 
m=1 


The Lorentz-gauge OSp(1,1|2) algebra can also be derived by the method of sect. 
3.6. In the GL(1) case, we get the same algebra as above, while in the U(1) case we get 
a different result using the same coordinates, suggesting a similar first-quantization 
with the world-sheet metric. For the GL(1) case we define new coordinates at the 
GL(2|2) stage of reduction: 


XA=FA4CA » Pa=patC', , (8.3.38) 


where C is the generalization of C® of (8.2.3) to arbitrary index. (Remember that in 
GL(2|2) a lower primed index can be converted into an upper unprimed index.) P44 
is then canonically conjugate to X“. We also have relations between the coordinates 
such as 
Pa Pig PPS aX” 5 
MaaPatx* . (8.3.39) 


where P ig (P P a’), etc. However, eg A can be expressed in terms of P4 only 
with an inverse o-derivative. As a result, when reexpressed in terms of these new 
coordinates, of all the IOSp(2,2|4) generators only the IGL(2|2) ones have useful 
expressions. Of the rest, J48 is nonlocal in a, while J4, and p, have explicit separate 


terms containing 74 and py. Explicitly, the local generators are p,, p“, and 


Fag = i(-1)4? Epp -i[ XP, , JAB = gly yi f XAx!? _ (8.3.40) 
In these expressions we also use the light-cone constraint and gauge condition as 
translated into the new coordinates: 
1 Be 
Pia [P.? 2+ 2(p+ +X*)P, + 26° + X')P.] , X7 =0 
(8.3.41) 
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After following the procedure of sect. 3.6 (or simply comparing expressions to deter- 
mine the M;;), the final OSp(1, 1|2) generators (3.6.7c) are (dropping the primes on 
the J’s) 


Tes aif XoPs oy a -i { @X_P, ay ci ee =i [ XoPs 


j= -i [IX_Pe XP Hse Pee P| & (8.3.42) 


This is just (8.3.3), with the identification P; = G and X° = C®. 


In the U(1) case there is no such redefinition possible (which gives expressions 


local in a). The generators are 
Tq = ip, +3 | XaPy) 5 J4=~ie_p,-if XP, 5 
/ “A =~ “A spies 
i~==ieiy=4 i pea / KP, 


o~ tan a 
Fie — it_pa + ite f P_+i f X,P_ 


—2p,P_ = Pj? -2+ P¢P,+P"Py+2P LPL, (8.3.43) 


where x4, = pa = 0. After performing the unitary transformations (3.6.13), they 


become 


/ “A =~ A ame 
ae = Ves. 5 ects = ay em U2 A J eg = —12X(aPp) os if XoPs = if XaPo zl 


A Oe eR 
Fone —iv_pa tite | P_+if x,P_ 
‘aie oe ae a 
~it|o° X,P, — p? (/ KaPa+ [ XuPar) 
P+ 
A =~ A =~ a 
+ [XP fe 5 [ XpPo (ro? 2p, f p)| - (8.3.44) 


We can still interpret the new coordinates as the world-sheet metric, but different 
redefinitions would be necessary to obtain them from those in the mechanics action, 


and the gauge choice will probably differ with respect to the zero-modes. 


Introducing extra coordinates has also been considered in [8.10], but in a way 


equivalent to using bosonized ghosts, and requiring imposing D = 26 by hand instead 
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of deriving it from unitarity. Adding 4+4 extra dimensions to describe bosonic strings 
with enlarged BRST algebras OSp(1,1|4) and OSp(2,2|4) has been considered by 
Aoyama [8.11]. 


The use of such extra coordinates may also prove useful in the study of loop dia- 
grams: In particular, harmonic-type gauges can be well-defined globally on the world 
sheet (unlike conformal gauges), and consequently certain parameters (the world- 
sheet generalization of proper-time parameters for the particle, (5.1.13)) appear au- 
tomatically [8.12]. This suggests that such coordinates may be useful for closed string 


field theory (or superstring field theory, sect. 7.3). 


The gauge-invariant action, its component analysis, and its comparison with that 
obtained from the other OSp(1,1]2) will be made in sect. 11.2. 


Exercises 
(1) Prove that the operators (8.1.9) satisfy commutation relations like (7.1.7a). Prove 
that they are conformally invariant. 


(2) Derive (8.1.20). Verify that the usual fermionic anticommutation relations for 
(8.1.18) then follow from (8.1.19). Derive (8.1.22). 


(3) Derive (8.1.15). Derive (8.1.23bc). Prove Q? = 0. 
(4) Derive (8.1.23ac) from the energy-momentum tensors of (8.1.27,28ac). 


(5) Find the commutation relations of 4DdD of (7.2.2), generalizing (8.1.2). Find 
the BRST operator. Derive the gauge-fixed Virasoro operators, and show the 
conformal weights of U is 1/2, and of its ghosts are —1/2 and +3/2. Use (8.1.23) 


to show the anomaly cancels for D = 10. 


(6) Find an alternate first-order form of (8.1.28b) by rewriting the last term in terms 
of F and w, and show how (8.1.28ac) follow. 


(7) Show from the explicit expression for wa that (8.1.27) can be made vielbein- 


independent by field redefinition in the conformal gauge. 


(8) Explicitly prove the equivalence of the IGL(1)’s derived in sect. 8.1 and from the 


light cone, using the analysis of sect. 8.2. 
(9) Derive (8.3.1,3). Derive (8.3.9). 
(10) Derive (8.3.28). 
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9. GRAPHS 


9.1. External fields 


One way to derive Feynman graphs is by considering a propagator in an external 
field: 


L=i%?-m’-$¢(z) —- (9.1.1a) 
[p+ m? + d(2)|\b(z)=0 (9.1.10) 
1 1 1 1 
propagator ==. = ——_{ — —~——_..¢-—_ + -:: (9.1.1c) 
p? + m2 + o(ax) p? + m2 po + m2 p? + m2 


For the (open, bosonic) string, it’s useful to use the “one-handed” version of X (c) 
(as in (7.1.7b)) so that X and P can be treated on an (almost) equal footing, so we 
will switch to that notation hand and foot. Then the generalization of (9.1.1b) (again 


jumping directly to the first-quantized form for convenience) is [7.5] 
(X|bP?(o)-1+V(@)|b) =O. (9.1.2) 


(The OSp(1,1/2) algebra can be similarly generalized.) However, for consistency of 
these equations of motion, they must satisfy the same algebra as $P? — 1 ((8.1.2)). 


(In general, this is only true including ghost contributions, which we will ignore for 
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the examples considered here.) Expanding this condition order-by-order in Y, we get 

the new relations 
[4 P?(o1) —1,V(o2)| = 2mid'(og — 01) V(01) 

= 2ni [6(o2 — 01) V'(o2) + 0'(o2 — 01) V(o2)] , (9.1.32) 

[V(o1), V(o2)] =O . (9.1.30) 

The first condition gives the conformal transformation properties of V (it transforms 

covariantly with conformal weight 1, like P), and the second condition is one of 

“locality”. A simple example of such a vertex is a photon field coupled to one end of 


the string: 
V(o) = 216(c)A(X(0))-P, (9.1.4) 
where X(0) = xX (0). Graphs are now given by expanding the propagator as the 


inverse of the hamiltonian 


_ do 1p2 _ — 
H= [2 GP?-1+v)=Lo+ [do Velo+V . (9.1.5) 


More general vertices can be found when normal ordering is carefully taken into 
account [1.3,4], and one finds that (9.1.3a) can be satisfied when the external field is 


on shell. For example, consider the scalar vertex 
Vio) = —27d(0)b(X(0)) . (9.1.6) 


Classically, scalar fields have the wrong conformal weight (zero): 


= [3P?(o1) —1,¢ (X(02))| = 10(a2 — nnd (X(o2)) ) (9.1.7) 


but quantum mechanically they have weight “—50”: 


A 


— [zP?(01) — 1,6 (X(o2))] = i8(o2 - nano (X(o2)) 


+ sgtex)e- nite 
(9.1.7b) 


Therefore ¢ (X(o2)), and thus Y of (9.1.6), satisfies (9.1.3a) if @ is the on-shell ground 
state (tachyon): —;0 ¢=1-¢. (Similar remarks apply quantum mechanically for 


the masslessness of the photon in the vertex (9.1.4).) 
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As an example of an S-matrix calculation, consider a string in an external plane- 


wave tachyon field, where the initial and final states of the string are also tachyons: 


d(x) =e", XO, (9.1.8) 
We then find 
ky RN 
kp kn-1 
= gN-? (ky| V(kn_1)- +: A(p)V(k3)A(p)V (ke) |ke1) 
= gN-? (0 IV (kn-1) 54 -A(k3 tkatere+ kn )V (ke)| 0) ) 
VibyS re PAO 2Vibee 5 Xoy= a(an' + an); 
a) () ae ela 
1 (oe) 
ee seen 9.1.9 
(p) nN Sa) m0 a (9.1.9) 


where g is the coupling constant, and we have pulled the x pieces out of the X’s and 

pushed them to the right, causing shifts in the arguments of the A’s (which were 

originally p, the momentum operator conjugate to x, not to be confused with the 

constants k;). We use Schwinger-like parametrizations (5.1.13) for the propagators: 
ae pa ently? +1] _ / ‘dt PHN) (g@aet) , (9.1.10) 
sp?>+(N-1) Jo Oe 

where we use ¢; for A(k;+---+kn), as the difference in proper time between V (kj_1) 

and V(k;). Plugging (9.1.10) into (9.1.9), the amplitude is 


N-1l pid 1 
Xi = 2 —iko-—kat 
N-2 a (ki t+--+kn) -1 nat-a ike =a, 
oe (TT [Sod JIL (o}--2sm'eer 
n 


i=3 Vi 


0) (9.1.11) 


To evaluate matrix-elements of harmonic oscillators it’s generally convenient to use 


coherent states: 
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tr(O) -{& eH? (z|Olz) (9.1.12) 


Using (9.1.12) and the identity []f° e~"/" = (1 — x)°, (9.1.11) becomes 


ki-kj 
N-2 dx; (Ra bg)? 1 a 
g IL / moe II 1— |[ x (9.1.13) 


2<i<j<N-1 k=i41 


We next make the change of variables 


T= Dot ’ 772 =0 > TNA CO arg 0=T2< 73 <-++-< TN = OO 5 
j=3 
(9.1.14a) 
or 
a= le ’ Zg=1 5 ZN = 0 — L=2 > 273 >:---> zn = 0 , (9.1.140) 
j=3 
with 
wmae™ , (9.1.14c) 


where 7; is the absolute proper time of the corresponding vertex. Using the mass-shell 
condition k;? = 2, the final result is then [9.1] 


eo (/ I is) II (2; = 2)" ; (9.1.15) 


2<i<j<N 
The simplest case is the 4-point function (N= 4) [9.2] 


1 a iL 
@° | ie eee: hee ty | Hak) 
sl (se) 3t— 1) 


= g7B(—is —1,-##-1) = 9.1.16 
g ( 35 o) 2 ) g T'(—4s — ab 2) ( a) 
eof (st+ 14+ 9)(stt+9)---(t+1 1 
= 4! j= (ast 1) 
1 
= @ | g°T (—4t = '1)(—48=1)2""" ... (9.1.16c) 
t fixed 


(9.1.16b) shows that the amplitude can be expressed as a sum of poles in the s channel 
with squared masses 2(j7 — 1), with maximum spin j (represented by the coefficient 
with leading term t’). Since the amplitude is symmetric in s and f, it can also be 
expressed as a sum of poles in the ¢ channel, and thus summing over poles in one 


channel generates poles in the other. (It’s not necessary to sum over both.) This 
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property is called “duality”. (9.1.16c) shows that the high-energy behavior goes like 
s2't! instead of the usual fixed-power behavior s’ due to the exchange of a spin j 
particle, which can be interpreted as the exchange of a particle with effective spin 
j = 5t+1. This property is known as “Regge behavior”, and j(t) = 3t + 1 is called 
the “leading Regge trajectory”, which not only describes the high-energy behavior 
but also the (highest) spin at any given mass level (the mass levels being given by 


integral values of j(t)). 


Instead of using operators to evaluate propagators in the presence of external 
fields, we can also use the other approach to quantum mechanics, the Feynman path 
integral formalism. In particular, for the calculation of purely tachyonic amplitudes 
considered above, we evaluate (9.1.9) directly in terms of V (rather than V), after 
using (9.1.10): 


oe) 1 5 
oN? PP ats --dta (on |V (kaya) 2-82" V(hy)| hy). (9.1.17) 


Using (9.1.14a), we can rewrite this as 


Nad" praia 
(Tl | ir) (kx | V (kn-1, TN-1) +++ V(k3,73)V (ka, 72) [k1) (9.1.18) 
i=3 VTI-1 
where 
: al 1 
Vika) = 2622s. XO Ser UX (Meter... (O:t180) 


is the vertex which has been (proper-)time-translated from 0 to 7. (Remember that in 
the Heisenberg picture operators have time dependence O(t) = e““O(0)e-,, whereas 
in the Schrodinger picture states have time dependence |w(t)) = e~ |w(0)), so that 
time-dependent matrix elements are the same in either picture. This is equivalent to 
the relation between first- and second-quantized operators.) External states can also 


be represented in terms of vertices: 
|) = lim V(k, rye" |0) , (kl = lim (Ole"V(k,7) (9.1.19) 


The amplitude can then be represented as, using (9.1.14c), 


N=1 peas 
gs (II it ° is) Jim, (21)? (0| V'(kn, zu) ++ V"(k1, 21) (0), (9.1.20a) 


i=Q 7 *i-1 zN—0 


where 


VEX (-=) V (ky r(2)) (9.1.206) 
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according to (8.1.6), since vertices have weight w = 1. The amplitude with this form of 
the external lines can be evaluated by the same method as the previous calculation. 
(In fact, it directly corresponds to the calculation with 2 extra external lines and 
vanishing initial and final momenta.) However, being a vacuum matrix element, it 
is of the same form as those for which path integrals are commonly used in field 
theory. (Equivalently, it can also be evaluated by the operator methods commonly 
used in field theory before path integral methods became more popular there.) More 
details will be given in the following section, where such methods will be generalized 


to arbitrary external states. 


Coupling the superstring to external super- Yang-Mills is analogous to the bosonic 
string and superparticle [2.6]: Covariantize D, ~ D.+d(o)Pa, Pa — Pat d(o)Va, 
QO? > 0° + d(c)W%. Assuming fdo A as kinetic operator (again ignoring ghosts), 
the vertex becomes 

V=W°D,+IT°P, — T0* (9.1.21) 


evaluated at o = 0. Solving the constraints (5.4.8) in a Wess-Zumino gauge, we find 
W* =r , 
T? w A* + 277 960°? 
Ta © 7% 0pO°Aa t+ 4B VaysO° Or, (9.1.22) 


evaluated at o = 0, where “~” means dropping terms involving x-derivatives of the 
physical fields A, and A*. Plugging (7.3.5) and (9.1.22) into (9.1.21) gives 
" 4 >. 

V x APP, +r* i = 7% opP 0" — birtarins6*070") ; (9.1.23) 
Comparing with (7.3.6), we see that the vertices, in this approximation, are the same 
as the integrands of the supersymmetry generators, evaluated at ¢ = 0. (In the case 
of ordinary field theory, the vertices are just the supersymmetry generators pg and qa, 
to this order in 6.) Exact expressions can be obtained by expansion of the superfields 
T,, Ca, and W® in (9.1.21) to all orders in © [7.6]. In practice, superfield techniques 
should be used even in the external field approach, so such explicit expansion (or even 
(9.1.22) and (9.1.23)) is unnecessary. It’s interesting to note that, if we generalize D, 
P, and 2 to gauge-covariant derivatives Vg = Datla, Va = Datla, V® = 2°+W2, 
with [,, P,, and W° now functions of o, describing the vector multiplets of all 
masses, then the fact that the only mode of the V’s missing is the zero-mode of (° 


(fda Q* = 0) directly corresponds to the fact that the only gauge-invariant mode 
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of the connections is the zero-mode of W® (the massless spinor, the massive spinors 
being Stueckelberg fields). 


The external field approach has also been used in the string mechanics lagrangian 
method to derive field theory lagrangians (rather than just S-matrices) for the lower 
mass levels (tachyons and massless particles) [9.3,1.16]. Since arbitrary external fields 
contain arbitrary functions of the coordinates, the string mechanics lagrangian is no 
longer free, and loop corrections give the field theory lagrangian including effective 
terms corresponding to eliminating the higher-mass fields by their classical field equa- 
tions. Thus, calculating all mechanics-loop corrections gives an effective field theory 
lagrangian whose S-matrix elements are the tree graphs of the string field theory with 
external lines corresponding to the lower mass levels. Such effective lagrangians are 
useful for studying tree-level spontaneous breakdown due to these lower-mass fields 
(vacua where these fields are nontrivial). Field-theory-loop corrections can be cal- 
culated by considering more general topologies for the string (mechanics-loops are 


summed for one given topology). 


9.2. Trees 


The external field approach is limited by the fact that it treats ordinary fields 
individually instead of treating the string field as a whole. In order to treat general 
string fields, a string graph can be treated as just a propagator with funny topology: 


For example, 


> Ue 
joo 


can be considered as a propagator where the initial and final “one-string” states just 


happen to be disconnected. The holes in the world sheet represent loops. When group 
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theory indices are associated with the ends of the lines, the values of the indices are 
required to be the same along the entire line, which corresponds to tracing in the ma- 
trices associated with the string states. (The ends of the strings can be interpreted as 
“quarks” which carry the “flavor” quantum numbers, bound by a string of “gluons” 
which carry only “color” canceled by that of the quarks.) Such an approach is limited 
to perturbation theory, since the string is necessarily gauge-fixed, and any one graph 
has a fixed number of external lines and loops, i.e., a fixed topology. The advan- 
tage of this approach to graphs is that they can be evaluated by first-quantization, 
analogously to the free theory. (Even the second-quantized coupling constant can be 
included in the first-quantized formalism by noting that the power of the coupling 
constant which appears in a graph, up to wave function normalizations, is just the 
Euler number, and then adding the corresponding curvature integral to the mechanics 


action.) 


We first consider the light-cone formalism. We Wick rotate the proper time T > 
iT (see sects. 2.5-6), so now conformal transformations are arbitrary reparametriza- 
tions of p = —7t + io (and the complex conjugate transformation on p) instead of 
tT + (and of tT — o independently: see (6.2.7)), since the metric is now do” = dpdp. 
There are three parts to the graph calculation: (1) expressing the S-matrix in terms 
of the Green function for the 2D Laplace equation, (2) finding an explicit expression 
for the Green function for the 2D surface for that particular graph, by conformally 
transforming the p plane to the upper-half complex (z) plane where the Green func- 
tion takes a simple form, and (3) finding the measure for the integration over the 


positions of the interaction points. 


The first step is easy, and can be done using functional integration [9.4,1.4] or 
solving functional differential equations (the string analog of Feynman path integrals 
and the Schrédinger equation, respectively). Since all but the zero-mode (the usual 
spacetime coordinate) of the free string is described by an infinite set of harmonic 
oscillators, the most convenient basis is the “number” basis, where the nonzero-modes 
are represented in terms of creation and annihilation operators. The basic idea is then 


to represent S-matrix elements as 
A= (ert|V) = (ertl|e*|0), (9.2.1) 


where |V) represents the interaction and (ext| represents all the states (initial and 
final) of the external strings, in the interaction picture. This is sort of a spacetime 


symmetric version of the usual picture, where an initial state propagates into a final 
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state: Instead, the vacuum propagates into an “external” state. The exponential e* 
is then the analog of the S-matrix exp(—Hynrt), which propagates the vacuum at 
time 0 to external states at time t. It thus converts annihilation operators on its left 
(external, “out” states) into creation operators (for the “in” state, the vacuum, at 
“time” x, = 0). A itself is then the “connected” S-matrix: In this first-quantized pic- 
ture, which looks like a free 2D theory in a space with funny geometry, it corresponds 
directly to the free propagator in this space. Since we work in the interaction picture, 


we subtract out terms corresponding to propagation in an “ordinary” geometry. 


In the former approach, the amplitude can be evaluated as the Feynman path 


integral 


; (9.2.2) 


corresponding to the picture (e.g., for N= 5) 


TI TL 


where the 7’s have been Wick-rotated, 71, is the end of the rth string (to be taken 
to too), the p_r, factor amputates external lines (converts from the Schrédinger 
picture to the interaction picture), the factor in large brackets is the external-line wave 
function W[X] (or U[X] for outgoing states) written as a Fourier transform, and the 


constant corresponds to the usual normal-ordering constant in the free hamiltonian. 
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For explicitness, we have written the integration over interaction points ([] dr) for 
the simple case of open-string tree graphs. Planar graphs always appear as rectangles 
due to the string lengths being 27a’p,, which is conserved. The functional integral 


(9.2.2) is gaussian, so, making the definition 


J(o,T) =10(7 — 71) —=P(o) , (9.2.3) 


&G(c,0') =278(c'—c) , Zao. a’) = f(a) ( | @o Le 0) ; 


/ 
G= 2 — bmo)(2 — 6n9)G"?mn COS (m 2 COS (x = eMtr/ptrtnts'/P+s 
P+r P+s 


TG heer (zero-mode)* terms 


a [CLeav@) (ule4o) , A=} C% nam an , (9.24) 
where G is the 2D Green function for the kinetic operator (laplacian) 07/07? +0?/00? 
of that particular surface, and V(r) comes from det(G). We have used Neumann 
boundary conditions (corresponding to (6.1.5)), where the ambiguity contained in 
the arbitrary function f (necessary in general to allow a solution) is harmless because 
of the conservation of the current J (i.e., the momentum p). The Gyree term is 
dropped in converting to the interaction picture: In functional notation (see (9.2.2)), 
it produces the ground-state wave function. The (zero-mode)? terms are due to 
boundary conditions at oo, and appear when the map to the upper-half plane is chosen 
so that the end of one string goes to oo, giving a divergence. They correspond to the 
factor 1/zn in the similar map used for (9.1.20a). The factors (2 —6mo), which don’t 
appear in the naive Green function, are to correct for the fact that the figure above 
is not quite the correct one: The boundaries of the initial and final strings should 
not go to co before the source terms (9.2.3) (i.e., the wave functions) do, because of 
the boundary conditions. The net result is that nonzero-modes appear with an extra 
factor of 2 due to reflections from the boundary. However, these relative factors of 2 
are canceled in the o-integration, since Jy 4cos?mo = 3(1+6mo). Explicitly, after 
transforming the part of the p plane corresponding to the string to the whole of the 


upper-half z plane, the Green function becomes 


G(z, 2’) =Injz— 2/|4Injz—2'|_ . (9.2.5) 
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The first term is the usual Green function without boundaries, whose use in the z 
plane (and not just the p plane) follows from the fact that the Laplace equation is 
conformally invariant. The second term, which satisfies the homogeneous Laplace 
equation in the upper-half plane, has been added according to the method of images 
in order to satisfy the boundary conditions at the real axis, and gives the reflections 


which contribute the factors of 2. 


In the latter (Schrédinger equation/operator) approach, it all boils down to using 


the general expression 


/ 
(2) = dz’ 1 u 


os 


Ul!) , (9.2.6) 


‘Pier | 


where z, are the points in the z-plane representing the ends of the strings (at p = 
+oo). W(z) is an arbitrary operator which has been conformally transformed to the 


z plane: 


w2)=(F) wl). Wr = ory (2). w= ome" 


P+r 
(9.2.7a) 
r-1 
pr=p—it > pie 4 (9.2.7) 
s=1 


with W(ic) = W(c) in terms of P(c) (so the wW,’s are the a,’s of (7.1.7a)), and 
the conformal transformations (9.2.7a) (cf. (8.1.6)) are determined by the conformal 
weights w (= 1 for P). The p > z map is the map from the above figure to the 
upper-half plane. The ¢ — p map is the map from the free-string a € [0,7] to the rth 
interacting-string o € [tm X=} pss, 7 _, pys|. All o integrals from —7 to 7 become 
contour integrals in the z plane. (The upper-half z plane corresponds to o € [0,7], 
while the lower half is 0 € [—7, 0].) Since the string (including its extension to [—7, 0]) 
is mapped to the entire z plane without boundaries, (9.2.6) gets contributions from 
only the ends, represented by z,. We work directly with P(c), rather than X(o), 
since P depends only on p, while X depends on both p and p. (X has a cut in the 
z plane, since po isn’t periodic in a.) The open string results can also be applied 
directly to the closed string, which has separate operators which depend on Z instead 
of z (i.e., + and — modes, in the notation of sect. 6.2). Actually, there is a bit of a 
cheat, since P(o) doesn’t contain the zero-mode x. However, this zero-mode needs 
special care in any method: Extra factors of 2 appeared in the path-integral approach 
because of the boundary conditions along the real z-axis and at infinity. In fact, we’ll 


see that the lost zero-mode terms can be found from the same calculation generally 
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used in both operator and path integral approaches to find the integration measure 


of step 3 above, and thus requires no extra effort. 


We therefore look directly for a propagator e* that gives 
U(z) = eV, (z)e 4 =U, (2) + [AU (2) 4+--- , (9.2.8) 


where W,. corresponds to a free in-field for the rth string in the interaction picture, 
and W to the interacting field. To do this, we first find a A for which 


A, v)=U . (9.2.9) 
We next subtract out the free part of A (external-line amputation): 
A=A+Afpee , [Ajree, G]= Up. (9.2.10) 


This gives a A which is quadratic in operators, but contains no annihilation operators 
(which are irrelevant anyway, since the |0) will kill them). As a result, there are no 
terms with multiple commutators in the expansion of the exponential. We therefore 
obtain (9.2.8). When we subtract out free parts below, we will include the parts of 
the external-line amputation which compensate for the fact that z and z, are not at 


the same time. 


We first consider applying this method to operators of arbitrary conformal weight, 
as in (8.1.23). The desired form of A which gives (9.2.8) for both f and 6/df is 


| oe 
ee Qni Je, _ a er i IH ) — free-string terms ,  (9.2.11a) 


where 


i(e)| = 2716,50(Z2 — 21) 


A 


flow) = 276,,6(%2—901) , 
(9.2.11b) 


as follows from the fact that the conformal transformations preserve the commutation 


bay ea 
Ofr(z1)’ bf (a1) 


relations of f and 6/df. The integration contours are oriented so that 


Pr 201P+r 


dp re do 


= =I: -. 9.2.12 
—ap4r 20D +r ( ) 


(9.2.11) can easily be shown to satisfy (9.2.8). The value of 7, (— +00) for the 
integration contour is fixed, so the 6 in ¢ in these commutation relations is really just 


a 0 ino of that contour. The free-string terms are subtracted as explained above. 
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(In fact, they are poorly defined, since the integration contours for r = s fall on top 
of each other.) 


Unfortunately, A will prove difficult to evaluate in this form. We therefore rewrite 
it by expressing the 1/(z — z’) as the derivative with respect to either z or z’ of a ln 


and perform an integration by parts. The net result can be written as 


A(U,, -x(f =f SV on In(z — 2')Wir(z)Vo5(z") 


— free-string terms + (zero-mode)? terms, (9.2.13a) 
[Wo,(z2) ’ W1.(21)} = —27 150 (Z2 = 21) ; (9.2.13b) 


The ' on the contour integration is because the integration is poorly defined due 
to the cut for the In: We therefore define it by integration by parts with respect to 
either z or z’, dropping surface terms. This also kills the constant part of the In which 
contributes the (zero-mode)? terms, which we therefore add back in. Actually, (9.2.11) 
has no (zero-mode)? terms, but in the case V; = V2 = P, these terms determine 
the evolution of the zero-mode x, which doesn’t appear in P, and thus could not be 
determined by (9.2.8) anyway. (x does appear in X and X, but they’re less convenient 
to work with, as explained above.) These (quadratic-in-)zero-mode contributions are 
most easily calculated separately by considering the case when all external states are 
ground states of nonvanishing momentum (see below). In order for the commutation 
relations (9.2.13b) to be preserved by the conformal transformations, it’s necessary 
that the conformal weights w, and w2 of UV, and Wy both be 1. In that case, W can 
be replaced with W in (9.2.13a) while replacing dz with dp. However, one important 
use of this equation is for the evaluation of vertices (S-matrices with no internal 
propagators). Since these vertices are just 6 functionals in the string field coordinates 
(see below), and 6 functionals are independent of conformal weight except for the 
¢ — p transformation (since that transformation appears explicitly in the argument 
of the 6 functionals), we can write this result, for the cases of S-matrices with w; = 


W2 = 1 or vertices (with w) + we = 2) as 


art -o(f 5 274 ae wy a Wear () V2.(0' 


— free-string terms + (zero-mode)* terms, (9.2.14a) 


[Wo,(¢2) ’ Wis(¢1)} = —27715 50 (C2 — ¢1) ’ (9.2.14b) 
where the appropriate A for X (w, = we = 1) is 


A=iA(P,P) . (9.2.15) 
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These ’ and free-string corrections may seem awkward, but they will automatically 
be fixed by the same method which gives a simple evaluation of the contour integrals: 
i.e., the terms which are difficult to evaluate are exactly those which we don’t want. 
(For non-vertex S-matrices with w; 4 1 # we, (9.2.11) or (9.2.13) can be used, but 
their evaluated forms are much more complicated in the general case.) In general 
(for covariant quantization, supersymmetry, etc.) we also need extra factors which 
are evaluated at infinitesimal separation from the interaction (splitting) points, which 
follow from applying the conformal transformation (9.2.7), and (9.2.6) with z = zrwr. 


Only creation operators contribute. 


The contour-integral form (9.2.14) can also be derived from the path-integral form 
(9.2.4). For the open string [9.5], these contour integrals can be obtained by either 
combining integrals over semicircles in the upper-half z plane (o integrals from 0 to 
a) with their reflections [9.6], or more directly by reformulating the open string as 
a closed string with modes of one handedness only, and with interactions associated 


with just the points o = 0,7 rather than all a. 


For the second step, Gm, unfortunately is hard to calculate in general. For 
open-string tree graphs, we perform the following conformal mapping to the upper- 


half complex plane [9.4], where A is easy to calculate: 


p= > piyln(z— zr). (9.2.16) 


r=2 
The boundary of the (interacting) string is now the real z axis, and the interior is 
the upper half of the complex z-plane. (The branches in the /n’s in (9.2.16) are thus 
chosen to run down into the lower-half plane. When we use the whole plane for 
contour integrals below, we'll avoid integrals with contours with cuts inside them.) 
As a result, operators such as P, which were periodic in o, are now meromorphic 
at z,, so the contour integrals are easy to evaluate. Also, extending o from [0,7] 
to |—7,7| extends the upper-half plane to the whole complex plane, so there are no 


boundary conditions to worry about. To evaluate (9.2.14), we note that, since we are 


neglecting (zero-modes)? and free string terms (r = s, m = —n), we can replace 
In(z — Ze PPO ne (Ps = oe ee 0 cies 0 In(z — z’) eo ™e/p+r—np!/p+s 
" Op Op! 
P+r TE 
(9.2.17) 


by integration by parts. We then use the identity, for the case of (9.2.16), 


(5. ate = In(z — 2’) = Sos sine - 2) ine -*) ; (9.2.18) 
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Then we can trivially change completely to z coordinates by using dp0/0p = dz0/0z, 
and converting the p exponentials into products of powers of z monomials. Differen- 
tiating the In’s gives (products of) single-variable contour integrals which can easily 


be evaluated as multiple derivatives: 


1 N 
A = S- Winton Dery a  ————— pst ArimAsin + (zero-mode)? 5 
rsmn NpP+r + MDp+s t=2 
dz 1 sel mn ee 
A, a ee Bo Be Zs, —2 p+s/P+r — Zs P+s/D+r 
m=f = | ) tes —2yre/rer TT (eas) 
(9.2.19) 


For the third step, for open-string trees, we also need the Jacobian from |] dt; — 
({I dz;)V(z), which for trees can easily be calculated by considering the graph where 
all external states are tachyons and all but 2 strings (one incoming and one outgoing) 
have infinitesimal length. We can also restrict all transverse momenta to vanish, and 
determine dependence on them at the end of the calculation by the requirement of 
Lorentz covariance. (Alternatively, we could complicate the calculation by including 
transverse momenta, and get a calculation more similar to that of (9.1.9).) We then 
have the amplitude (from nonrelativistic-style quantum mechanical arguments, or 


specializing (9.2.2)) 


N-1 Nea 
A= gN f (pir) i (1 ir) eo Lara Pe (9.2.20) 
1=3 


where f is a function to be determined by Lorentz covariance, the 7’s are the inter- 
action points, the strings 1 and N are those whose length is not infinitesimal, and 
we also choose z, = 00, zn = 0 in the transformation (9.2.16). We then solve for 7, 
(= —Re(p,)), in terms of z, (in this approximation of infinitesimal lengths for all but 
2 of the strings), as the finite values of p where the boundary “turns around”: 
Op 
az 


= 0 — 


Pr 


N-1 
Pr = Dinln zp + Pr [in (- Pir «| — ] + S- p+sln(Z, — 25) +O 
P+N s=2,sAr 


( P+r ; 
D4N 


We then find, using the mass-shell condition p_ = 1/p, for the tachyon (p_ is —H in 


nonrelativistic-style calculations) 


N-1 p N-1 N 
soa (HE) (Hi) fe —arenonn 
1=3 Ss 


r=2 >r=2 


186 9. GRAPHS 


eS DirNrs(P+2)Pis : (9.2.22a) 


where we have now included the transverse-momentum factor n;;, whose exponential 
form follows from previous arguments. Its explicit value, as well as that of f, can 
now be determined by the manifest covariance of the tachyonic amplitude. However, 
(9.2.22a) is also the correct measure for the z-integration to be applied to (9.2.1) (or 
(9.2.4)), using A from (9.2.19) (which is expressed in terms of the same transformation 
(9.2.16)). At this point we can see that Lorentz covariance determines f to be such 
that the factor in brackets is a constant. We then note that, using p_ = —H = 
—(gp;? + N — 1)/p+, we have p, - ps = DirPis — [(D+r/P+s)(3Dis* + N—1) +7 o 5]. 
This determines the choice of n,, which makes the amplitude manifestly covariant for 


tachyons: 
N-1 N at 1 
favin= | (I is) za LD (er — ze)PrPr tel PeNC PED) Oseleeed GP?) 
1=3 s>r=2 


(9.2.22b) 
Note that p_ dependence cancels, so p, +p; and p,” can be chosen to be the covariant 
ones. Taking N=1 to compare with the tachyonic particle theory, we see this agrees 
with the result (9.1.15) (after choosing also z2 = 1). It also gives the (zero-mode)? 
terms which were omitted in our evaluation of A. (That is, we have determined both 
of these factors by considering this special case.) For the case of the tachyon, we 
could have obtained the covariant result (9.2.22b) more directly by using covariant 
amputation factors, i.e., by using p_ as an independent momentum instead of as the 
hamiltonian (see sect. 2.5). However, the result loses its manifest covariance, even 
on shell, for excited states because of the usual 1/p, interactions which result in the 


light-cone formalism after eliminating auxiliary fields. 


As mentioned in sect. 8.1, there is an Sp(2) invariance of free string theory. In 
terms of the tree graphs, which were calculated by performing a conformal map to the 
upper-half complex plane, it corresponds to the fact that this is the subgroup of the 
conformal group which takes the upper-half complex plane to itself. Explicitly, the 
transformation is z > (mz + mj42)/(mo1z + M22), where the matrix m,; is real, and 
without loss of generality can be chosen to have determinant 1. This transformation 
also takes the real line to itself, and when combined with (9.2.16) modifies it only 
by adding a constant and changing the values of the z, (but not their order). In 
particular, the 3 arbitrary parameters allow arbitrary values (subject to ordering) for 
21, 22, and zn, which were oo, 1, and 0. (This adds a term for z; to (9.2.16) which was 


previously dropped as an infinite constant. p — co as z — oo in (9.2.16) corresponds 
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to the end of the first string.) Because of the Sp(2) invariance, (9.2.22) can be 
rewritten in a form with all z’s treated symmetrically: The tachyonic amplitude is 
then 


Tht dz, 


A = N-2 
g dzidzj;dzp 


(zi — 2;)(zi — 2e)(2; — ze) J] (re — 25)? ?* , (9.2.22c) 
1<r<s<N 

where 2;, 2;, 2% are any 3 2’s, which are not integrated over, and with all z’s cyclically 

ordered as in (9.1.14). 


Closed-string trees are similar, but whereas open-string interaction points occur 
anywhere on the boundary, closed-string interaction points occur anywhere on the 
surface. (Light-cone coordinates are chosen so that these points always occur for 
those values of tr where the strings split or join.) Thus, for closed strings there are 
also integrations over the o’s of the interaction points. The amplitude corresponding 
to (9.1.15) or (9.2.22) for the closed string, since it has both clockwise and counter- 
clockwise modes, has the product of the integrand for the open string (for one set 
of modes) with its complex conjugate (for the modes propagating in the opposite 
direction), and the integral is over both z’s and 2’s (i.e., both 7’s and o’s). (There 
are also additional factors of 1/4 in the exponents due to the different normalization 
of the zero modes.) However, whereas the integral in (9.1.15) for the open string is 
restricted by (9.1.14) so that the z’s (interaction points) lie on the boundary (the real 
axis), and are ordered, in the closed string case the z’s are anyplace on the surface 


(arbitrary complex). 


We next consider the evaluation of the open-string 3-point function, which will be 
needed below as the vertex in the field theory action. The 3-string vertex for the open 
string can be written in functional form as a 6-functional equating the coordinates 
of a string to those of the strings into which it splits. In the case of general string 


coordinates Z: 


Sinr = g [ar D°Z d*p, 6 (op) 6[Zi(c) — Z3()|6[Zo(7) — Z3(o)) [2] [3], 
(9.2.23) 
with Z as in (9.2.7). We now use (9.2.6-16) for N= 3, with z, = 00, 1,0 in (9.2.16), 
and p,, with the opposite sign to p12 and p,3. The splitting point is 
_ Pts 


Op 
Eee eee = 9.2.24 
az 7z 2=% pe P=Tot+iTMpy. , ( a) 


T= ay, peli (pe) (9.2.24b) 
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For (9.2.19), we use the integral 


dz : aes vee 
Ae ei eek ae Ni PYG ty Sees Sa 
bon? (e+) Alia )"e=0 


to evaluate 


P+,r+1 
m=0: Arto — Ort aa Ort , (9.2.26) 


1 —m 2 r+1 
m>0: Aram = P13Nom ’ A;3m = —pi2Nom ; Ni = ( . ) 


The result is then (see, e.g., [9.4]): 


ee 4d M? 
A(W1, U2) = = —Y Ny, — iN We —hoNd, a eee i ) 


P+1P+2P+3 os 
A ere = EN iN x ; Y = D+ir(Wo)r+1] ; 
NP+r + MP+s 


ce [ers dub 6 (Spx) 6 (Tivo) (14243 |e4]0) (9.2.27) 


(In some places we have used matrix notation with indices r,s = 1,2,3 and m,n = 
1,2,...,0c0 implicit.) The ~w’s include the p’s. For simplicity, we have assumed the 
w’s have w = 1; otherwise, each w should be replaced with p,!~“’w. The 79 term 
comes from shifting the value of 7 at which the vertex is evaluated from 7 = 0 to the 
interaction time T = To (it gives just the propagator factor e702, Hr where H, is the 
free hamiltonian on each string). In more general cases we’ll also need to evaluate 
a regularized W at the splitting point, which is also expressed in terms of the mode 
expansion of In(z — z,) (actually its derivative 1/(z—z,)) which was used in (9.2.14) 
to obtain (9.2.27): 


3 1 7 
V(z9) —-9 —_—_ 7 + 1/ eg : 9.2.28 
( 0) a rears P+1P+2P+3P+ W ( ) 


(Again, matrix notation is used in the second term.) We have arbitrarily chosen a 
convenient normalization factor in the regularization. (A factor which diverges as 
Zz —> Zo must be divided out anyway.) The vertex is cyclically symmetric in the 
3 strings (even though some strings have py < 0). Besides the conservation law 
>> p = 0, we also have > p,x = 0, which is actually the conservation law for angular 
momentum J1;. These are special cases of the wo conservation law indicated above by 


the 6 function, after including the p,1~”. (Remember that a coordinate of weight w is 
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conjugate to one with weight 1—w.) This conservation law makes the definition of w 
above r-independent. However, such conservation laws may be violated by additional 
vertex factors (9.2.28). 


The 3-string vertex for the closed string in operator form is essentially just the 
product of open-string vertices for the clockwise and counterclockwise modes, since 
the 6 functionals can be written as such a product, except for the zero modes. How- 
ever, whereas open strings must join at their ends, closed strings may join anywhere, 
and the o parametrizing this joining is then integrated over. Equivalently, the vertex 


‘AN which perform a o translation 


may include projection operators dano = J ge e€ 
equivalent to the integration. (The former interpretation is more convenient for a 
first-quantized approach, whereas the latter is more convenient in the operator for- 
malism.) These projection operators are redundant in a “Landau gauge,” where the 
residual ¢ — 0 + constant gauge invariance is fixed by introducing such projectors 


into the propagator. 


In the covariant first-quantized formalism one can consider more general gauges 
for the o-7 reparametrization invariance and local scale invariance than gmn = mn- 
Changing the gauge has the effect of “stretching” the surface in o-T space. Since the 
2D metric can always be chosen to be flat in any small region of the surface, it’s clear 
that the only invariant quantities are global. These are topological quantities (some 
integers describing the type of surface) and certain proper-length parameters (such 
as the proper-length of the propagator in the case of the particle, as in (5.1.13)). In 
particular, this applies to the light-cone formalism, which is just a covariant gauge 
with stronger gauge conditions (and some variables removed by their equations of 
motion). Thus, the planar light-cone tree graph above is essentially a flat disc, and 
the proper-length parameters are the 7;, 7 = 3,..., N—1. However, there are more 
general covariant gauges even for such surfaces with just straight-line boundaries: For 


example, we can identify 
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with the proper-length parameter being the relative position of the 2 splitting points 
(horizontal or vertical displacement, respectively for the 2 graphs, with the value of 
the parameter being positive or negative). More generally, the only invariants in 
this graph are the proper length distances measured along the boundary between 
the endpoints (the points associated with the external particles), less 3 which can be 
eliminated by remaining projective invariance (consider, e.g., the surface as a disc, 
with the endpoints on the circular boundary). Thus, we can keep the splitting points 
in the positions in the figures and vary the proper-length parameters by moving the 
ends instead. If this is interpreted in terms of ordinary Feynman graphs, the first 
graph seems to have intermediate states formed by the collision of particles 1 and 2, 
while the second one is from 1 and 3. The identity of these 2 graphs means that the 
same result can be obtained by summing over intermediate states in only 1 of these 
2 channels as in the other, as we saw for the case of external tachyons in (9.1.16). 
Thus, duality is just a manifestation of o-7 reparametrization invariance and local 


scale invariance. 


9.3. Loops 


Here we will only outline the procedure and results of loop calculations (for details 
see [0.1,1.3-5,9.7-10,5.4] and the shelf of this week’s preprints in your library). In the 
first-quantized approach to loops the only essential difference from trees is that the 
topology is different. This means that: (1) It’s no longer possible to conformally map 
to the upper-half plane, although one can map to the upper-half plane with certain 
lines identified (e.g., for the planar 1-loop graph, which is topologically a cylinder, we 
can choose the region between 2 concentric semicircles, with the semicircles identified). 


(2) The integration variables include not only the 7’s of the interaction points which 
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define the position of the loop in the string, but also the o’s, which are just the p,’s 
of the loop. In covariant gauges it’s also necessary to take the ghost coordinates 
into account. In the second-quantized approach the loop graphs follow directly from 
the field theory action, as in ordinary field theory. However, for explicit calculation, 
the second-quantized expressions need to be translated into first-quantized form, as 
for the trees. 1-loop graphs can also be calculated in the external field approach by 
“sewing” together the 2 ends of the string propagator, converting the matrix element 


in (9.1.9) into a trace, using the trace operator in (9.1.12). 


An interesting feature of open string theories is that closed strings are generated 
as bound states. This comes from stretching the one-loop graph with intermediate 


states of 2 180°-twisted open strings: 


Thus, a closed string is a bound state of 2 open strings. The closed-string coupling 


can then be related to the open-string coupling, either by examining more general 
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graphs, or by noticing that the Gauss-Bonnet theorem says that twice the number of 
“handles” (closed-string loops) plus the number of “windows” (open string loops) is 
a topological invariant (the Euler number, up to a constant), and thus 1 closed-string 


loop can be converted into 2 open-string loops. Specifically, 


Ao asa— (NG Bin)? i - Ga = heen. (9.3.1) 


Thus, for consistent h counting the open strings must be thought of as fundamental is 
such a theory (which so far means just the SO(32) superstring), and the closed strings 
as bound states. Since (known) closed strings always contain gravitons, this makes the 
SO(32) superstring the only known example of a theory where the graviton appears 
as a bound state. The graviton propagator is the result of ultraviolet divergences due 


to particles of arbitrarily high spin which sum to diverge only at the pole: 


Be ' 1 
[ dk? (1 — a!*p?k? + ga'“p*k* —---) = pan en etek? age (9.3.2) 


(In general, p? + M? appears instead of p?, so the entire closed-string spectrum is 


generated.) 


As mentioned in the introduction, the topology of a 2D surface is defined by a 
few integers, corresponding to, e.g., the number of holes. By choosing the coordinates 
of the surface appropriately (“stretching” it in various ways), the surface takes the 
form of a string tree graph with one-loop insertions, each one loop insertion having 
the value 1 of one of the topological invariants (e.g., 1 hole). (Actually, some of these 
insertions are 1-loop closed-string insertions, and therefore are counted as 2-loop in 
an open-string theory due to (9.3.1).) For example, a hole in an open-string sheet 
may be pushed around so that it represents a loop as in a box graph, a propagator 
correction, a tadpole, or an external line correction. Such duality transformations 
can also be represented in Feynman graph notation as a consequence of the duality 


properties of simpler graphs such as the 4-point tree graph (9.1.16): 
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By doing stretching of such planar graphs out of the plane, these loops can even be 


turned into closed-string tadpoles: 


C) = 


Stretching represents continuous world-sheet coordinate transformations. How- 
ever, there are some coordinate transformations which can’t be obtained by combining 
infinitesimal transformations, and thus must be considered separately in analyzing 
gauge fixing and anomalies [9.11]. The simplest example is for a closed-string loop 
(vacuum bubble), which is a torus topologically. The group of general coordinate 
transformations has as a subgroup conformal transformations (which can be obtained 
as a residual gauge invariance upon covariant gauge fixing, sect. 6.2). Conformal 
transformations, in turn, have as a subgroup the (complex) projective group Sp(2,C): 
The defining representation of this group is given by 2x2 complex matrices with de- 


terminant 1, so the corresponding representation space consists of pairs of complex 
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numbers. If we consider the transformation property of a complex variable which is 


the ratio of the 2 numbers of the pair, we then find: 


‘ b 
(2) = (’ (*') . pee (9.3.3) 
Zz c ad Zz i) 


, a+b 
= — 9.3.36 
#0 cootd ’ ( ) 


where ad — bc = 1. Finally, the projective group has as a discrete subgroup the 


“modular” group Sp(2,Z), where a, b,c, d are (real) integers (still satisfying ad — bc = 
1). To see how this relates to the torus, define the torus as the complex plane with 
the identification of points 

z>aztniz,4n 2 (9.3.4) 


for any integers n', n?, for 2 particular complex numbers 21, Z2 which point in different 
directions in the complex plane. We can then think of the torus as the parallelogram 
with corners 0, 21, 22, 21 +22, with opposite sides identified, and the complex plane can 
be divided up into an infinite number of equivalent copies, as implied by (9.3.4). The 
conformal structure of the torus can be completely described by specifying the value 
of zo = 21/22. (E.g., 21 and z2 both change under a complex scale transformation, 
but not their ratio. Without loss of generality, we can choose the imaginary part of Zo 
to be positive by ordering z; and z2 appropriately.) However, if we transform (21, 22) 


under the modular group as in (9.3.3a), then (9.3.4) becomes 
zoztne, , 2“,= 932; , (9.3.5a) 


where g;/ is the Sp(2,Z) matrix, or equivalently 


zoztn'z, , n=n'g; . (9.3.50) 
In other words, an Sp(2,Z) transformation gives back the same torus, since the identi- 
fication of points in the complex plane (9.3.4) and (9.3.5b) is the same (since it holds 
are all pairs of integers n‘). We therefore define the torus by the complex parameter 
zo, modulo equivalence under the Sp(2,Z) transformation (9.3.3b). It turns out that 


the modular group can be generated by just the 2 transformations 
1 
Z—7-— and zw—2zt+1l (9.3.6) 
£0 


The relevance of the modular group to the 1-loop closed-string diagram is that the 


functional integral over all surfaces reduces (for tori) to an integral over zo. Gauge 
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fixing for Sp(2,Z) then means picking just one of the infinite number of equivalent 
regions of the complex plane (under (9.3.3b)). However, for a closed string in less than 
its critical dimension, there is an anomaly in the modular invariance, and the theory 
is inconsistent. Modular invariance also restricts what types of compactification are 


allowed. 


If the 2D general coordinate invariance is not violated by anomalies, it’s then 
sufficient to consider these 1-loop objects to understand the divergence structure of 
the quantum string theory. However, while the string can be stretched to separate any 
two 1-loop divergences, we know from field theory that overlapping divergences can’t 
be factored into 1-loop divergences. This suggests that any 1-loop divergences, since 
they would lead to overlapping divergences, would violate the 2D reparametrization 
invariance which would allow the 1-loop divergences to be disentangled. Hence, it 
seems that a string theory must be finite in order to avoid such anomalies. Conversely, 
we expect that finiteness at 1 loop implies finiteness at all loops. Some direct evidence 
of this is given by the fact that all known string theories with fermions have 1-loop 
anomalies in the usual gauge invariances of the massless particles if and only if they 
also have 1-loop divergences. After the restrictions placed by tree-level duality (which 
determines the ground-state mass and restricts the open-string gauge groups to U(N), 
USp(N), and SO(N)), supersymmetry in the presence of massless spin-3/2 particles, 
and 1-loop modular invariance, this last anomaly restriction allows only SO(32) as 
an open-string gauge group (although it doesn’t restrict the closed-string theories) 
[1.11]. 


Of the finite theories, the closed-string theories are finite graph-by-graph, whereas 
the open-string theory requires cancellation between pairs of 1-loop graphs, with the 
exception of the nonplanar loop discussed above. The 1-loop closed-string graphs 
(corresponding to 2-loop graphs in the open-string theory) are (1) the torus ( “handle” ) 
and (2) the Klein bottle, with external lines attached. The pairs of 1-loop open-string 
graphs are (1) the annulus (planar loop, or “window” ) + Mébius strip (nonorientable 
loop) with external open and/or closed strings, and (2) the disk + a graph with the 
topology of RP» (a disk with opposite points identified) with external closed strings. 
The Klein bottle is allowed only for nonoriented closed strings, and the Mobius strip 


and RP» are allowed only for nonoriented open strings. 


It should be possible to simplify calculations and give simple proofs of finiteness 
by the use of background field methods similar to those which in gravity and super- 


symmetry made higher-loop calculations tractable and allowed simple derivations of 
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no-renormalization theorems [1.2]. However, the use of arbitrary background string 
fields will require the development of gauge-covariant string field theory, the present 


status of which is discussed in the following chapters. 


Exercises 


(1) Generalize (9.1.3) to the spinning string, using (7.2.2) instead of 4P?. Writing 
4DdD(c) > 4DdD(c)+65(c)V, V = W+0V, show that V is determined explicitly 
by W. 

(2) Derive (9.1.7b). 

(3) Fill in all the steps needed to obtain (9.1.15) from (9.1.6,8). Derive all parts of 
(9.1.16). Derive (9.1.19). 

(4) Evaluate (9.1.20) by using the result (9.1.15) with N — N + 2 (but dropping 2 
dr integrations) and letting ky = kn 4, = 0. 

(5) Derive (9.2.18). 

(6) Generalize (9.2.16) to arbitrary z1, 22, zn and derive (9.2.22c) by the method 


of (9.2.20,21). Take the infinitesimal form of the Sp(2) transformation and show 
that it’s generated by Lo, Ls; with the correspondence (8.1.3), where z = e’’. 


(7) Derive (9.2.27). Evaluate Gysmn of (9.2.4) using (9.2.19,26,27). 
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10. LIGHT-CONE FIELD THEORY 


In this chapter we extend the discussion of sect. 2.1 to the string and consider 
interacting contributions to the Poincaré algebra of sect. 7.1 along the lines of the 


Yang-Mills case treated in sect. 2.3. 


For the string [10.1,9.5,10.2], it’s convenient to use a field ®[|X;(o),p+,7], since 
p+ is the length of the string. This X for a € [0, 7p,] is related to that in (7.1.7) for 
p+ = 1 by X(o,ps4) = X(o/py,1). The hermiticity condition on the (open-string) 
field is 


®[Xi(o), p+, T| = OX (apy _ c), P+, T| ; (10. 1a) 


The same relation holds for the closed string, but we may replace mp, — o with just 
—o, since the closed string has the residual gauge invariance 0 — o + constant, 
which is fixed by the constraint (or gauge choice) AN® = 0. (See (7.1.12). In 
loops, this gauge choice can be implemented either by projection operators or by 
Faddeev-Popov ghosts.) As described in sect. 5.1, this charge-conjugation condition 
corresponds to a combination of ordinary complex conjugation (7 reversal) with a 
twist (matrix transposition combined with o reversal). The twist effectively acts as a 
charge-conjugation matrix in o space, in the sense that expressions involving tr ®'® 
acquire such a factor if reexpressed in terms of just ® and not 7 (and (10.1a) looks 
like a reality condition for a group for which the twist is the group metric). Here 
® is an NXN matrix, and the odd mass levels of the string (including the massless 
Yang-Mills sector) are in the adjoint representation of U(N), SO(N), or USp(N) (for 


even N) [10.3], where in the latter 2 cases the field also satisfies the reality condition 
n® = (o)* , (10.16) 


where 7) is the group metric (symmetric for SO(N), antisymmetric for USp(N)). The 
fact that the latter cases use the operation of 7 reversal separately, or, by combining 
with (10.1a), the twist separately, means that they describe nonoriented strings: The 
string field is constrained to be invariant under a twist. The same is true for closed 


strings (although closed strings have no group theory, so the choice of oriented vs. 
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nonoriented is arbitrary, and 7 = 1 in (10.1b)). The twist operator can be defined 
similarly for superstrings, including heterotic strings. For general open strings the 


twist is most simply written in terms of the hatted operators, on which it acts as 


O(c) — O(c — 7) (ie., as e'™%). For general closed strings, it takes O(c) > 


O)(—o). (For closed strings, ¢ + o — 7 is irrelevant, since AN = 0.) 


Light-cone superstring fields [10.2] also satisfy the reality condition (in place of 
(10.1b), generalizing (5.4.32)) that the Fourier transform with respect to © is equal 
to the complex conjugate (which is the analog of a certain condition on covariant 
superfields) 

/ DO ef Mer+/n@[O*] = (nO[TI]) * (10.10) 


©" has a mode expansion like that of the ghost C’ or the spinning string’s WV (of 
the fermionic sector). The ground-state of the open superstring is described by the 
light-cone superfield of (5.4.35), which is a function of the zero-modes of all the 
above coordinates. Thus, the lowest-mass (massless) sector of the open superstring 


is supersymmetric Yang-Mills. 


The free action of the bosonic open string is [10.1,9.5] 


So=- [DXi f dps [dr tr tp, Cah . 


2na'p+ do 07 1 ™+ do i.2 pi? + M? 
ie.) a oe ee 5 eee ens od fel =f me ees 
0 27 E ( . : a —np+ 3q 2 ) 
(10.2) 


The free field equation is therefore just the quantum mechanical Schrodinger equation. 
(The p, integral can also be written as 2 7°, due to the hermiticity condition. This 
form also holds for closed strings, with H the sum of 2 open-string ones, as described 


in sec. 7.1.) Similar remarks apply to superstrings (using (7.3.13)). 


As in the first-quantized approach, interactions are described by splitting and 


joining of strings, but now the graph gets chopped up into propagators and vertices: 
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The 3-open-string vertex is then just a 6 functional setting 1 string equal to 2 others, 
represented by an infinitesimal strip in the world sheet. The interaction term in 
the action is given by (9.2.23) for Z = X. The 3-closed-string vertex is a similar 6 
functional for 3 closed strings, which can be represented as the product of 2 open- 
string 6 functionals, since the closed-string coordinates can be represented as the 
sum of 2 open-string coordinates (one clockwise and one counterclockwise, but with 
the same zero-modes). This vertex generally requires an integration over the o of 
the integration point (since closed strings can join anywhere, not having any ends, 
corresponding to the gauge invariance 0 — o0+constant), but the equivalent operation 


of projection onto AN = 0 can be absorbed into the propagators. 


General vertices can be obtained by considering similar slicings of surfaces with 
general global topologies [10.2,9.7]. There are 2 of order g, corresponding locally to a 


splitting or joining: 


The former is the 3-open-string vertex. The existence of the latter is implied by 
the former via the nonplanar loop graph (see sect. 9.3). The rest are order g?, and 


correspond locally to 2 strings touching their middles and switching halves: 


we 


ard 


a 
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The type-I (SO(32) open-closed) theory has all these vertices, but the type-HIAB and 
heterotic theories have only the last one, since they have only closed strings, and 
they are oriented (clockwise modes are distinguishable from counterclockwise). If the 
type-I theory is treated as a theory of fundamental open strings (with closed strings 
as bound states, so h can be defined), then we have only the first of the order-g 


vertices and the first of the order-g?. 


The light-cone quantization of the spinning string follows directly from the cor- 
responding bosonic formalism by the 1D supersymmetrization described in sect. 7.2. 
In particular, in such a formalism the vertices require no factors besides the 6 func- 
tionals [10.4]. (In converting to a non-superfield formalism, integration of the vertex 
over @ produces a vertex factor.) However, the projection (7.2.5) must be put in by 
hand. Also, the fact that boundary conditions can be either of 2 types (for bosons 


vs. fermions) must be kept in mind. 


The interactions of the light-cone superstring [10.2] are done as for the light-cone 


bosonic string, but there are extra factors. For example, for the 3-open-string vertex 


10. LIGHT-CONE FIELD THEORY 201 


(the interacting contribution to p_), we have the usual 6-functionals times 


ee 2 ptt ee, Ws HO OE 
V(p_)= Pit oP reagent PLO osepgeczoa ° (10:34) 


evaluated at the splitting point. The interacting contributions to g_ are given by the 
same overlap 6-functionals times the vertex factors 


02 
— §6Qa 


6 60 Oo 
V(q_?) = gCrred —_ 


Vie. ae 
(q-a) 5O> 5O* 604 


(10.30) 


(The euphoric notation for q is as in sect. 5.4 for d.) These are evaluated as in (9.2.28), 
where P and 6/60 have weight w = 1. Their form is determined by requiring that the 
supersymmetry algebra be maintained. The 6 functional part is given as in (9.2.27), 
but now the A of (9.2.14) instead of just (9.2.15) is 


1 DE av ) 
A= 10(7,?)- (6.55) . (10.4) 


As for the bosonic string, the closed-superstring vertex is the product of 2 open- 
string ones (including 2 factors of the form (10.3a) for type I or II but just 1 for 
the heterotic, and integrated over 7). For the general interactions above, all order-g 
interactions have a single open-string vertex factor, while all order-g? have 2, since 
the interactions of each order are locally all the same. The vertex factor is either 1 
or (10.3a), depending on whether the corresponding set of modes is bosonic or super- 
symmetric. When these superstring theories are truncated to their ground states, the 
factor (10.3a) keeps only the zero-mode contributions, which is the usual light-cone, 
3-point vertex for supersymmetric Yang-Mills, and the product of 2 such factors (for 


closed strings) is the usual vertex for supergravity. 
The second-quantized interacting Poincaré algebra for the light-cone string can 
be obtained perturbatively. For example, 


oe el = 0 - 


[p?_,J%_J=0 , (10.5a) 

Bg Ise pry AO (10.56) 

etc., where (n) indicates the order in fields (see sect. 2.4). The solution to (10.5a) 
is known from the free theory. The solution to (10.5b) can be obtained from known 


results for the first-quantized theory [1.4,10.5]: The first term represents the invari- 


ance of the 3-point interaction of the hamiltonian under free Lorentz transformations. 
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The fact that this invariance holds only on-shell is an expected consequence of the 
fact that the second term in (10.5b) is simply the commutator of the free hamiltonian 
with the interaction correction to the Lorentz generator. Thus, the algebra of the 
complete interacting generators closes off shell as well as on, and the explicit form of 


J®)_; follows from the expression for nonclosure given in [1.4,10.5}: 
J _*(1,2,3) = —2igX,"(cint)5 (So p+) AIX], (10.6) 


where “r” denotes any of the three strings and A represents the usual overlap-integral 
6-functionals with splitting point o;yr. This is the analog of the generalization of 
(2.3.5) to the interacting scalar particle, where p_@ — —(1/2p,)(p;?¢ + ¢?). Since 
p— also contains a 4-point interaction, there is a similar contribution to J®)_; (i-e., 
(10.6) with A replaced by the corresponding 3-string product derived from the 4- 
string light-cone vertex in p_, and g replaced with g?, but otherwise the same nor- 
malization). Explicit second-quantized operator calculations show that this closes the 


algebra [10.6]. Similar constructions apply to superstrings [10.7]. 

Covariant string rules can be obtained from the light-cone formalism in the same 
way as in sect. 2.6, and p; now also represents the string length [2.7]. Thus, from 
(10.2) we get the free action, in terms of a field ®[X°(c), X°(c), p4,7], 


So =-faxtaxe [” dp, dr ir dtp, (i +H) e . 


P do 1 ! 5? 4) 4) 1 al2 al ! 


The vertex is again a 6 functional, in all variables. 


The light-cone formalism for heterotic string field theory has also been developed, 


and can be extended to further types of compactifications [10.8]. 


Unfortunately, the interacting light-cone formalism is not completely understood, 
even for the bosonic string. There are certain kinds of contact terms which must 
be added to the superstring action and supersymmetry generators to insure lower- 
boundedness of the energy (supersymmetry implies positivity of the energy) and 
cancel divergences in scattering amplitudes due to coincidence of vertex operator 
factors [10.9], and some of these terms have been found. (Similar problems have 
appeared in the covariant spinning string formulation of the superstring: see sect. 
12.2.) This problem is particularly evident for closed strings, which were thought to 


have only cubic interaction terms, which are insufficient to bound the potential in 
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a formalism with only physical polarizations. Furthermore, the closed-string bound 
states which have been found to follow at one loop from open-string theories by 
explicitly applying unitarity to tree graphs do not seem to follow from the light- 
cone field theory rules [10.1]. Since unitarity requires that l-loop corrections are 
uniquely determined by tree graphs, the implication is that the present light-cone 
field theory action is incomplete, or that the rules following from it have not been 
correctly applied. It is interesting to note that the type of graph needed to give 
the correct closed-string poles resembles the so-called Z-graph of ordinary light-cone 
field theory [10.10], which contains a line backward-moving in xz, when the light-cone 
formalism is obtained as an ultrarelativistic limit, becoming an instantaneous line 


when the limit is reached. 


Exercises 


I can’t think of any. 
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11. BRST FIELD THEORY 


11.1. Closed strings 


Since the gauge-invariant actions for free open strings follow directly from the 
methods of sects. 3.4-5 using the algebras of chapt. 8 (for the bosonic and fermionic 
cases, using either OSp(1,1|2) or IGL(1) algebras), we will consider here just closed 


strings, after a few general remarks. 


Other string actions have been proposed which lack the complete set of Stueck- 
elberg fields [11.1], and as a result they are expected to suffer from problems similar 
to those of covariant “unitary” gauges in spontaneously broken gauge theories: no 
simple Klein-Gordon-type propagator, nonmanifest renormalizability, and singular- 
ity of semiclassical solutions, including those representing spontaneous breakdown. 
Further attempts with nonlocal, higher-derivative, or incomplete actions appeared 
in [11.2]. Equivalent gauge-invariant actions for the free Ramond string have been 
obtained by several groups [4.13-15,11.3]. The action of [11.3] is related to the rest 
by a unitary transformation: It has factors involving coordinates which are evaluated 


at the midpoint of the string, whereas the others involve corresponding zero-modes. 


For open or closed strings, the hermiticity condition (10.la) now requires that 
the ghost coordinates also be twisted: In the IGL(1) formalism (where the ghost 


coordinates are momenta) 
®[X(c), C(a), C(o)| = ®'X (a — 0), -C(a — 0), C(r — 0) (11.1.1a) 


(C gets an extra “—” because the twist is o reversal, and C’ carries a o index in the 


mechanics action), and in the OSp(1,1|2) formalism we just extend (10.1a): 
8[X*(0), X°(0),p4] = O[X%(mpy — 0), X°(mpy—0), ps] (11.18) 


As in the light-cone formalism (see sect. 10.1), for discussing free theories, we scale 


o by py in (11.1.1b), so the twist then takes 0 — a —o. (For the closed string the 
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twist is 0 — —o, so in both (11.1.1a) and (11.1.1b) the arguments of the coordinates 
are just —o on the right-hand side.) 


In the rest of this section we will consider closed strings only. First we show how 
to extend the OSp(1,1|2) formalism to closed strings [4.10]. By analogy to (4.1.1), 
the kinetic operator for the closed string is a 6 function in IOSp(1,1|2): 


gs / dP xrd2xdx_dAp,dAp, © p,26(Jap)d(Apa) ® , 


66 = 2 I4FAp,+AptAy , (11.1.2) 


where, as in (7.1.17), the Poincaré generators J4g and py are given as sums, and 
Apa as differences, of the left-handed and right-handed versions of the open-string 
generators of (7.1.14). The Hilbert-space metric necessary for hermiticity is now 
p.? (or equivalently p,“)p,“)), since a factor of py is needed for the open-string 
modes of each handedness. For simplicity, we do not take the physical momenta p, 
to be doubled here, since the IOSp(1,1|2) algebra closes regardless, but they can be 
doubled if the corresponding 6 functions and integrations are included in (11.1.2). 


More explicitly, the 6 function in the Poincaré group is given by 
5(Jap)5(Apa) = 6(Jas”)i6 (J—-+)0"(T+4a)5°(T—a)5(Ap-)0°(Apa)d(Ap+) (11.1.3) 


To establish the invariance of (11.1.2), the fact that (4.1.1) is invariant indicates that 
it’s sufficient to show that 6(J4g) commutes with 6(Ap,). This follows from the fact 
that each of the J4,’s commutes with 6(Ap,). We interpret d(Ap_) = p,d(AN) 
in the presence of the other d(Ap)’s, where 6(AN) is a Kronecker 6, and the other 
d(Ap)’s are Dirac 0’s. 


All the nontrivial terms are contained in the 6?(J_,). As in the open-string case, 
dependence on the gauge coordinates x, and x_ is eliminated by the 6?(J,.) and 
6(J_4) on the left, and further terms are killed by 6(J,g”). Similarly, dependence 
on Ap, and Ap, is eliminated by the corresponding 6 functions on the right, and 
further terms are killed by 6(Ap_). For convenience, the latter elimination should be 
done before the former. After making the redefinition ® — mad and integrating out 


the unphysical zero-modes, the action is similar to the OSp(1,1]|2) case: 
5 = [ d?x $9! 6(AN)5(Mag?) [ — M?+(Ma*pat+MamM)] o , 


66 = (M% pg + M%mM)Ag + 4M*Agg+ ANA . (11.1.4) 


This is the minimal form of the closed-string action. 
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The nonminimal form is obtained by analogy to the IGL(1) formalism, in the 
same way OSp(1,1|2) was extended to IOSp(1,1|2): Using a 6 function in the closed- 
string group GL(1|1) of sect. 8.2 (found from sums and differences of the expressions 
in (8.2.6), as in (7.1.17)), we obtain the action (with Ap_ — AN) 


oe ( dP xrdedAp® 0 iQ5(J)5(Ap*)5(AN) ©, 
5d =QA+ PA+ANA4 Ap*A , (11.1.5) 
or, after integrating out Ap*, with ® = 6 + Ap*w), 
o= / dPrde t iQ5(P (AN) o , 
66=QA+PFA+ANA , (11.1.6) 


where the _ ’s indicate that all terms involving Ap* and its canonical conjugate have 
been dropped. The field ¢ = y+ cx is commuting. 
For the gauge-fixing in the GL(1|1) formalism above (or the equivalent one from 


first-quantization), we now choose [4.5] 


O = —2Ap® Pcs = K=Ap|c(O ~~ amt? —2AN ae ; 
Oc Oc 


Oc 
(11.1.7) 
where we have used 
, , O, 0 é 
Q = —the(p? + M*) + igM* — UN Ge +izsAMtAp®+ Qt . (11.158) 
Expanding the string field over the ghost zero-modes, 
® = (b+ ich) +iAp(btcd) , (11.1.9) 
we substitute into the lagrangian L = 50'K® and integrate over the ghost zero 
modes: 
0 O , P 
a Ok -L=4¢'(O — M?)p+2y'Mty + 4i(P'ANG+ivtTANY) .  (11.1.10) 
c OAp* 


¢ contains propagating fields, ~ contains BRST auxiliary fields, and b and w contain 
lagrange multipliers which constrain AN = 0 for the other fields. Although the 
propagating fields are completely gauge-fixed, the BRST auxiliary fields again have 
the gauge transformations 

bp=r , MtrA=0 , (11.1.11a) 
and the lagrange multipliers have the gauge transformations 


bb=dg, , bb=dAy ; ANAZ=ANA,=0 . (11.1.11d) 
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11.2. Components 


To get a better understanding of the gauge-invariant string action in terms of more 
familiar particle actions, we now expand the string action over some of the lower-mass 
component fields, using the algebras of chapt. 8 in the formalism of sect. 4. All of 
these results can also be derived by simply identifying the reducible representations 
which appear in the light-cone, and then using the component methods of sect. 4.1. 
However, here we’ll work directly with string oscillators, and not decompose the 


reducible representations, for purposes of comparison. 


As an example of how components appear in the IGL(1) quantization, the mass- 


less level of the open string is given by (cf. (4.4.6)) 
® = [(A%ag! + C%ag') + icBa"t] |0) (11.2.1) 


where a® = (a°,a°), all oscillators are for the first mode, and we have used (4.4.5). 
The lagrangian and BRST transformations then agree with (3.2.8,11) for ¢ = 1. In 
order to obtain particle actions directly without having to eliminate BRST auxiliary 
fields, from now on we work with only the OSp(1,1|2) formalism. (By the arguments 
of sect. 4.2, the IGL(1) formalism gives the same actions after elimination of BRST 


auxiliary fields.) 


As described in sect. 4.1, auxiliary fields which come from the ghost sector are 
crucial for writing local gauge-invariant actions. (These auxiliary fields have the same 
dimension as the physical fields, unlike the BRST auxiliary fields, which are 1 unit 
higher in dimension and have algebraic field equations.) Let’s consider the counting 
of these auxiliary fields. This requires finding the number of Sp(2) singlets that can 
be constructed out of the ghost oscillators at each mass level. The Sp(2) singlet 
constructed from two isospinor creation operators is Gm,°'Gnq', which we denote as 
(mn). A general auxiliary field is obtained by applying to the vacuum some nonzero 
number of these pairs together with an arbitrary number of bosonic creation operators. 
The first few independent products of pairs of fermionic operators, listed by eigenvalue 


of the number operator N, are: 


QO: Tf 
1: oo- 
2, (11) 
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Ae: PY. (29) 
5: (14), (23) 
6: (15), (24), (33), (11)(22) (11.2.2) 


where I is the identity and no operator exists at level 1. The number of independent 


products of singlets at each level is given by the partition function 


1 
Lest =a") 
= 14a? +23 +2044 22° + 40°44" + 708+ 879 +1294 14¢ + 21¢4---  , (11.2.3) 


corresponding to the states generated by a single bosonic coordinate missing its zeroth 


and first modes, as described in sect. 8.1. 


We now expand the open string up to the third mass level (containing a massive, 
symmetric, rank-2 tensor) and the closed string up to the second mass level (contain- 
ing the graviton) [4.1]. The mode expansions of the relevant operators are given by 
(8.2.1). Since the 6(M,g*) projector keeps only the Sp(2)-singlet terms, we find that 


up to the third mass level the expansion of ¢ is 


b= [60 + A®alia 
+ th™aligaly, + Beats, + n(aig')7] |0) (11.2.4) 
Here @¢p is the tachyon, A® is the massless vector, and (h®, B%, 7) describe the massive, 


symmetric, rank-two tensor. It’s now straightforward to use (8.2.1) to evaluate the 
action (4.1.6): 


L ao L_1 + Lo + Li 3 (11.2.5) 
L_1= 560 +2)b0 , (11.2.6a) 
Lo =3A-0OA+5(0-AP=-ZF” , (11.2.6) 


Ly = gh*(O — 2)hay + 3B (O — 2)B— 3n(O — 2)n 


+ 4(Ohas + Oan — Ba)? + 4(4h%. + 39 +0-BY? . — (11.2.6c) 


The gauge transformations are obtained by expanding (4.1.6). The pieces involv- 
ing Agg are trivial in the component viewpoint, since they are the ones that reduce 


the components of ¢ to the Sp(2) singlets given in (11.2.4). Since then only the Sp(2) 


11.2. Components 209 


singlet part of Q,A° can contribute, only the (W.g) isospinor sector of A® is relevant. 
We therefore take 
Na = (E01a! + €*a1e!aia’ + €dzq') (0). (11.2.7) 


Then the invariances are found to be 


0Ag- =One 4 (11.2.8a) 


i! 
Olav es O(a€b) _ ve ’ 


6B, =Oqet+ V2€q ; 


én =—-O-e+ 5 (11.2.8b) 


(11.2.6b) and (11.2.8a) are the usual action and gauge invariance for a free photon; 
however, (11.2.6c) and (11.2.8b) are not in the standard form for massive, symmetric 


rank two. Letting 


hap = Rav ar Toast y A= Sone = i ; (11.2.9) 
one finds 
Shar = Oats) » SBa=One+V2€q , OF =—BVBe. (11.2.10) 


In this form it’s clear that 7 and B, are Stueckelberg fields that can be gauged away 
by € and e,. (This was not possible for 7, since the presence of the 0-e€ term in 
its transformation law (11.2.8b) would require propagating Faddeev-Popov ghosts.) 
In this gauge £, reduces to the Fierz-Pauli lagrangian for a massive, symmetric, 


rank-two tensor: 
L=AO hat 1 Oa) A hohe 2b he Fh hg he) A) 
The closed string is treated similarly, so we'll consider only the tachyon and 


massless levels. The expansion of the physical closed-string field to the second mass 


level is 
b = (¢o te pea lay! AT a lara EG ay ") |0) , (11.2.12) 


where @o is the tachyon and hay, Ag, and 7 describe the massless sector, consisting 


of the graviton, an antisymmetric tensor, and the dilaton. We have also dropped 
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fields which are killed by the projection operator for AN. We then find for the action 
(11.1.4): 
LoL o Ly. 3 
Lo= 5o(0 +4)b0 , 
Lo = Gh™0 ha + GA70 Aw — 570 n 
+4(Pha + Oan)?+4(PAw)? . C213) 


The nontrivial gauge transformations are found from (11.1.4): 
Ohab = O(a) , OAc =Oaby » SN=O-e . (11.2.14) 


These lead to the field redefinitions 


n~ 


hav =has+nah » n=A+ghs ; (11.2.15) 
which result in the improved gauge transformations 
Shar = Oe) » SAwd=OaCy , OF=O . (11.2.16) 


Substituting back into (11.2.13), we find the covariant action for a tachyon, linearized 


Einstein gravity, an antisymmetric tensor, and a dilaton [4.10]. 


The formulation with the world-sheet metric (sect. 8.3) uses more gauge and 
auxiliary degrees of freedom than even the IGL(1) formulation. We begin with the 
open string [3.13]. If we evaluate the kinetic operator for the gauge-invariant action 
(4.1.6) between states without fermionic oscillators, we find 0? = %(b,tO, + 


On'bn), so the kinetic operator reduces to 
“ 00 1 = “ 
6(Mag’)(-2K +97) = —-2K(1—Nep)t+ >= |—bntbn + alent hn + Ln'bn)| 
i n 


lee) 


Nesp => ~(bn'9n+9n'bn) (11.2.17) 
1 


dropping the f and c terms in K and L,. The operator Np counts the number of gi’s 
plus b'’s in a state (without factors of n). We now evaluate the first few component 


levels. The evaluation of the tachyon action is trivial: 


= (2) \0) — L=5p(0 +2) , (11.2.18) 
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where S = f d*°x L. For the photon, expanding in only Sp(2) singlets, 
@ = (A-a,;'+ Bg,' + Gb!) |0) 
L=5;A-OA-5B?-BO-A=—7F ys’ —3(B+0-A)’ . (11.2.19) 
The disappearance of G follows from the gauge transformations 
Na = (fialre + c1a'Az) (0) 


6(A,B,G) = (0A., -—O A, Ap — 5Ac) - (11.2.20) 


Since G is the only field gauged by A, no gauge-invariant can be constructed from 


it, so it must drop out of the action. 

For the next level, we consider the gauge transformations first in order to deter- 
mine which fields will drop out of the action so that its calculation will be simplified. 
The Sp(2) singlet part of the field is 
b = (gr ayaa! + h*azq! + BYgi'ara! + Gb 'ay4! 

+ hitb! + Bgl? + Gb, + Bgo! 4 Gbot + nef? + neal + noticia") |0) 


(11.2.21) 


The only terms in A, which contribute to the transformation of the Sp(2) singlets are 
Ag = |(Acp° atytroghi + rohan + (Afp* aly + Npo9"1 = Apoidea 
SS ee Agel lo) . (1229) 
The gauge transformations of the components are then 


1 
Ohad = Oar») “> Mab —75r¢ ) 


dha = VIX? =m Oare ’ 
6Bg = Oqrch t2KA% Qs, 
Ga = —5N? a + dP, ae Oareg ) 


1 
bh = wae = arb + A fb + 2 Neg ’ 
6B =2K\» , 


6G =—5rqgtAfy ; 
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6B =V2AwHt2Kr. , 
6G 4 —bre t Ag t Veg ’ 


Ons = Veh ; 
én— = V2; — 3App—O-Afp + 2KA fy ) 
50 = V2re— gra + GAZ — GO - Apt Kreg - (11.2.23) 


n-=0 > Ap= Set 5759 Ae 0 + K)Xeg  , 
no =O — Appo=—2V2C+O- rep —2Keg - (11.2.24) 
The transformation laws of the remaining fields are 
dha = (arb) = Haer: 5 
bhg =V200G+ 04d), 
dh =-3A+0-2X , 
6B, =-(O -2)r. , 
OB Say 7 = 2) 
6B =0 , 
6G = (3. Sey, 4 (11.2.25) 


where Ag = A, and A = ,/ af: Acg drops out of the transformation law as a result 


of the gauge invariance for gauge invariance 
56¢=O°A, > 6Ag= OAs) . (1.2.26) 
The lagrangian can then be computed from (4.1.6) and (11.2.17) to be 
L£= 1hM(O — 2h + $h°(0 —2)h, — 4h(0 —2)h 
— 3B,” — 5B? + 2B(V2G — h) 
3 1 


Bo(—O’ ha + O.h oh) Boshi CF 
+ BY p+ d,h + V2hq) + B( Tap aaa): ( ) 


11.2. Components 213 


The lagrangian of (11.2.19) is equivalent to that obtained from the IGL(1) action, 
whereas the lagrangian of (11.2.27) is like the IGL(1) one but contains in addition 
the 2 gauge-invariant auxiliary fields B and 2G — h. Both reduce to the OSp(1,1|2) 


lagrangians after elimination of auxiliary fields. 

The results for the closed string are similar. Here we consider just the massless 
level of the nonoriented closed string (which is symmetric under interchange of + and 
— modes). The Sp(2) and AN invariant components are 

= (h@ ana" + Bigl al _ya + G*b' al _ya + hg' bl) + Bg, gi! + Gol ot 


+ af eo flia + yucly clin + nofl%cl_ya) |0) (11.2.28) 


where all oscillators are from the first mode (n = 1), and h® is symmetric. The gauge 


parameters are 


Ne = [dep at + Acagt + Acgd! ft ja + App at + Apegt + Apgb!) Leta] [0) 


(11.2.29) 
The component transformations are then 
Sha =OarA?s) , 
6Ba =Oara — 30 AP a 
6G_ = 2M? — AP a+ Oareg 
Oh =2Wpo—Aw—FOXcq , 
6B =-Udy , 
OG = 4r fg 2Acg. <4 
On, =2Qro , 
bn— =—Azo—O-Agp— FO Azy , 
Ono =Aso— 5Ad— 50+ Acp— FO Acq - (11.2.30) 


We choose the gauges 


ine =0 => Ae = 0 ; 
no =0 > App=5O0-Apt pO rAg - (11.2.31) 
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The remaining fields transform as 


dha = O(aNb) ’ 


6B, =-30r , 

bh =O-2d , 

5B =0 , 

dn =—-O-r , (11.2.32) 


where Ag = Aq, and A¢g drops out. Finally, the lagrangian is 
£L=4h®Ohy, —-hAOh —4B,? —8B(n_ +h) —4B%(O hy —Onh) . (1.2.33) 


Again we find the auxiliary fields B and 7_ +h in addition to the usual nonminimal 
ones. After elimination of auxiliary fields, this lagrangian reduces to that of (11.2.13) 


(for the nonoriented sector, up to normalization of the fields). 


Exercises 


(1) Derive the gauge-invariant actions (IGL(1) and OSp(1,1|2)) for free open strings. 
Do the same for the Neveu-Schwarz string. Derive the OSp(1,1|2) action for the 


Ramond string. 


(2) Find all the Sp(2)-singlet fields at the levels indicated in (11.2.2). Separate them 
into sets corresponding to irreducible representations of the Poincaré group (in- 


cluding their Stueckelberg and auxiliary fields). 


(3) Derive the action for the massless level of the open string using the bosonized 


ghosts of sect. 8.1. 


(4) Derive the action for the next mass level of the closed string after those in 
(11.2.13). Do the same for (11.2.33). 


(5) Rederive the actions of sect. 11.2 for levels which include spin 2 by first decompos- 
ing the corresponding light-cone representations into irreducible representations, 
and then using the Hilbert-space constructions of sect. 4.1 for each irreducible 


representation. 
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12. GAUGE-INVARIANT 
INTERACTIONS 


12.1. Introduction 


The gauge-invariant forms of the interacting actions for string field theories are far 
from understood. Interacting closed string field theory does not yet exist. (Although 
a proposal has been made [12.1], it is not even at the point where component actions 
can be examined.) An open-string formulation exists [4.8] (see the following section), 
but it does not seem to relate to the light-cone formulation (chapt. 10), and has more 
complicated vertices. Furthermore, all these formulations are in the IGL(1) formalism, 
so relation to particles is less direct because of the need to eliminate BRST auxiliary 
fields. Most importantly, the concept of conformal invariance is not clear in these 
formulations. If a formulation could be found which incorporated the world-sheet 
metric as coordinates, as the free theory of sect. 8.3, it might be possible to restore 
conformal transformations as a larger gauge invariance which allowed the derivation 


of the other formulations as (partial) gauge choices. 


In this section we will mostly discuss the status of the derivation of an interacting 
gauge-covariant string theory from the light cone, with interactions similar to those of 
the light-cone string field theory. The derivation follows the corresponding derivation 
for Yang-Mills described in sects. 3.4 and 4.2 [3.14], but the important step (3.4.17) 


of eliminating p, dependence has not yet been performed. 


As performed for Yang-Mills in sect. 3.4, the transformation (3.4.3a) with @ = 
U~'® is the first step in deriving an IGL(1) formalism for the interacting string from 
the light cone. Since the transformation is nonunitary, the factor of p, in (2.4.9) is 
canceled. In (2.4.7), using integration by parts, (3.4.3a) induces the transformation 


of the vertex function 


yr) _, ——_U(1) ---U(n)Vv™ (12.1.1) 
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where we work in momentum space with respect to p,. The lowest-order interacting 
contribution to Q then follows from applying this transformation to the OSp-extended 
form of the light-cone vertex (10.6): 
Cc q Ptr - ic 
J _¢ = —2ig—"*"__ X,,°(oint) 5 (Sop) A[X*] Ap, X] App 1X4], (12.1.2) 
D+41P+2P+3 


effectively giving conformal weight -1 to X° and conformal weight 1 to X°. A 6- 
functional that matches a coordinate must also match the o-derivative of the coordi- 


nate, and with no zero-modes one must have 


A pox (=) ul =A am tx* (=) =A psx (=) (CO) 


(Even the normalization is unambiguous, since without zero-modes A can be normal- 


ized to 1 between ground states.) We now recognize X° and X“ to be just the usual 
Faddeev-Popov ghost C(c) of 7-reparametrizations and Faddeev-Popov antighost 
6/5C(c) of o-reparametrizations (as in (8.1.13)), of conformal weights -1 and 2, re- 
spectively, which is equivalent to the relation (8.2.2,3) (as seen by using (7.1.7b)). 
Finally, we can (functionally) Fourier transform the antighost so that it is replaced 
with the canonically conjugate ghost. Our final vertex function is therefore 

J)_© = —21g ** _C,(oint)6 (p+) AIX"] Alp,C] Alp], (12.1.4a) 

D+41P+2P+3 


or in terms of momenta 


es ) <5. 
Gees —2igpsrC',(Gint) 5()op.)A [p+ SPA » -e =| ra [». io 


* 6C 5C 
12.1.4b) 
The extra p,’s disappear due to Fourier transformation of the zero-modes c: 
1 ane er é/ Pe pe 
— face ft (p+e) = face cae (6) Ce a as (a (1251-5) 
et P+ 


Equivalently, the exponent of U by (3.4.3a) is cO/Oc + M?, so the zero-mode part 
just scales c, but cO/Oc = 1 — (0/0c)c, so besides scaling 0/Oc there is an extra 
factor of p, for each zero-mode, canceling those in (12.1.1,2). There is no effect on 
the normalization with respect to nonzero-modes because of the above-mentioned 
normalization in the definition of A with respect to the creation and annihilation 


operators. A similar analysis applies to closed strings [12.2]. 


Hata, Itoh, Kugo, Kunitomo, and Ogawa [12.3] proposed an interacting BRST 


operator equivalent to this one, and corresponding gauge-fixed and gauge-invariant 
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actions, but with p; treated as an extra coordinate as in [2.7]. (A similar earlier 
attempt appeared in [4.9,7.5], with p, fixed, as a consequence of which the BRST 
algebra didn’t close to all orders. Similar attempts appeared in [12.4].) However, 
as explained in [2.7], such a formalism requires also an additional anticommuting 
coordinate in order for the loops to work (as easily checked for the planar 1-loop 
graph with external tachyons [2.7]), and can lead to problems with infrared behavior 
[4.4]. 


The usual four-point vertex of Yang-Mills (and even-higher-point vertices of grav- 
ity for the closed string) will be obtained only after field redefinitions of the massive 
fields. This corresponds to the fact that it shows up in the zero-slope limit of the 
S-matrix only after massive propagators have been included and reduced to points. 
In terms of the Lagrangian, for arbitrary massive fields 44 and massless fields v, the 


terms, for example, 
DL=4p[0 + M?+ MU (v)et+ MeV (v) (12.1.6a) 


(where U(v) and V(v) represent some interaction terms) become, in the limit M? = 
OO, 
L=M*[51+U)?+Vyp) . (12.1.6b) 


The corresponding field redefinition is 
pe cs (12.1.6c) 


which modifies the Lagrangian to 


2 


V 
ier (el + M* + MU) i + 3M?s—— +O(M*) . (12.1.6d) 
The redefined massive fields j2 no longer contribute in the zero-slope limit, and can 


be dropped from the Lagrangian before taking the limit. However, the redefinition 


y2 


Tau into the v-part of the Lagrangian. 


has introduced the new interaction term 5M? 
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Witten has proposed an extension of the IGL(1) gauge-invariant open bosonic 
string action to the interacting case [4.8]. Although there may be certain limitations 
with his construction, it shares certain general properties with the light-cone (and 
covariantized light-cone) formalism, and thus we expect these properties will be com- 


mon to any future approaches. The construction is based on the use of a vertex which 
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consists mainly of 6-functionals, as in the light-cone formalism. Although the geome- 
try of the infinitesimal surface corresponding to these 6-functionals differs from that 
of the light-cone case, they have certain algebraic features in common. In particular, 
by considering a structure for which the 6-functional (times certain vertex factors) 
is identified with the product operation of a certain algebra, the associativity of the 
product follows from the usual properties of 6-functionals. This is sufficient to define 
an interacting, nilpotent BRST operator (or Lorentz generators with [J_;, J_;] = 0), 


which in turn gives an interacting gauge-invariant (or Lorentz-invariant) action. 


The string fields are elements of an algebra: a vector space with an outer product *. 
We write an explicit vector index on the string field ®;, where i = Z(c) is the co- 


ordinates (X, C,C for the covariant formalism and Xp, 2x4 for the light cone), and 


excludes group-theory indices. Then the product can be written in terms of a rank-3 
matrix 
(bx), = f*O,U; . (122.1) 


In order to construct actions, and because of the relation of a field to a first-quantized 
wave function, we require, in addition to the operations necessary to define an algebra, 


a Hilbert-space inner product 
(6|v) = [22 trot =tro'ty, , (12.2.2) 


where tr is the group-theory trace. Furthermore, in order to give the hermiticity 
condition on the field we require an indefinite, symmetric charge-conjugation matrix 


Q2 on this space: 


®,=0,,07F , (Q6)[X(c),C(c),C(o)] = O[X(a — 0), C(n — 2), —C(r — 0)] 
(12.2.3a) 
Q is the “twist” of (11.1.1). To allow a reality condition or, combining with (12.2.3a), 
a symmetry condition for real group representations (for SO(N) or USp(N)), we also 


require that indices can be freely raised and lowered: 
(n®); = Qj5""(n®)"e (12.2.3b) 


where 7 is the group metric and ¢t is the group-index transpose. In order to perform 
the usual graphical manipulations implied by duality, the twist must have the usual 


effect on vertices, and thus on the inner product: 


Q(b* V) = (QW) *(Q8) (12.2.4) 


12.2. Midpoint interaction 219 


Further properties satisfied by the product follow from the nilpotence of the BRST 
operator and integrability of the field equations Q® = 0: Defining 


Qo = QS4+O*b + (Q0); = Qo’; + fi*O.0; , (12.2.5) 


S= [2 tr B1(LQod + 14 « b) = tr [3(0Qo)7H,, + HOF)*O,.0;0)) 


(12.2.6) 
we find that hermiticity requires 
(2Qo)? = (QoM)"* (QF = (FAQ! , (12.2.7) 
integrability requires antisymmetry of Qo and cyclicity of *: 
(2Qo)* = —(0Q0)"* , (OF)** = (FY (12.2.8) 


(where permutation of indices is in the “graded” sense, but we have omitted some 
signs: e.g., (QQo)"®;U; = +(QQo)"V;®; when ©[Z] and W[Z] are anticommuting, 
but ®; and W; include components of either statistics), and nilpotence requires, besides 


Qo” = 0, that * is BRST invariant (i.e., Qo is distributive over *) and associative: 
Qo(® * UV) = (Qo®) * VU + @ x (QoV) 


> Qoi! (FAM jx + Qoj' (FOQD ite + Qox (FLAG =O, (12.2.9) 
Dx(VxT) =(OeV) eT Go (OF) fn” = (OF) fm!” (12.2.10) 


(where we have again ignored some signs due to grading). * should also be invariant 
under all transformations under conserved quantities, and thus the operators 0/0z ~ 
J do 0/O0Z rust also be distributive over x. 


At this point we have much more structure than in an ordinary algebra, and 
only one more thing needs to be introduced in order to obtain a matrix algebra: an 


identity element for the outer product 
@xl=I[*G=6 o fF, =6) . (12.0.1) 


It’s not clear why string field theory must have such an object, but both the light-cone 
approach and Witten’s approach have one. In the light-cone approach the identity 
element is the ground state (tachyon) at vanishing momentum (including the string 
length, 27a’p,), which is related to the fact that the vertex for an external tachyon 


—ik-X(0) 


takes the simple form : e We now consider the fields as being matrices in 


Z(ca)-space as well as in group space, although the vector space on which such matrices 
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act might not be (explicitly) defined. (Such a formalism might be a consequence of 
the same duality properties that require general matrix structure, as opposed to just 
adjoint representation, in the group space.) * is now the matrix product. (12.2.7,10) 
then express just the usual hermiticity and associativity properties of the matrix 
product. The trace operation T’r of these matrices is implied by the Hilbert-space 
inner product (12.2.2): 


(|W) =Trov 6 Trdé=(I|6) . (12.2.12) 


(12.2.8) states the usual cyclicity of the trace. Finally, the twist metric (12.2.3) is 
identified with the matrix transpose, in addition to transposition in the group space, 
as implied by (12.2.4). Using this transposition in combination with the usual her- 
mitian conjugation to define the matrix complex conjugate, the hermiticity condition 
(12.2.3a) becomes just hermiticity in the group space: Denoting the group-space 
matrix indices as ®,°, 
6,>=6,°* . (12.2.13) 

As a result of 

=I @& OI, =; (12.2.14) 
and the fact that Qo and O/0z are distributive as well as being “antisymmetric” (odd 
under simultaneous twisting and integration by parts), we find 


Qol = <1 =0. (12.2.15) 


Given one * product, it’s possible to define other associative products by com- 
bining it with some operators d which are distributive over it. Thus, the condition of 


associativity of * and * implies 
AxB=AxdB = @=0 


AxB=(dA)*(dB) —= @=dord=0 . (19.2:16) 


The former allows the introduction of conserved anticommuting factors (as for the 
BRST open-string vertex), while the latter allows the introduction of projection op- 


erators (as expected for closed strings with respect to AV). 


The gauge transformations and action come directly from the interacting BRST 


operator: Using the analysis of (4.2.17-21), 


5b = | / Ad, Qh a) = QA +[®, A], (12.2.172) 
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where the last bracket is the commutator with respect to the *« product, and 
S202 / LEtQoed+1Ol(Gxd) | (12.2.176) 


where for physical fields we restrict to 


POH 2 ~PhSSh » (12.2. 176) 
Gauge invariance follows from Q? = 3/Q,Q]- = 0. Actually, the projection onto 
J® = 0 is somewhat redundant, since the other fields can be removed by gauge 


transformations or nondynamical field equations, at least at the classical level. (See 
(3.4.18) for Yang-Mills. ) 


A possible candidate for a gauge-fixed action can be written in terms of Q as 
s =|0.4 foto] +4 [ o(Qivr9) (12.2.18a) 


-4 [(Q0)! | = a= + [(Qrvro)! ({« =| ~ : ® , (12.2.18b) 


where Qo and Qryr are the free and interaction terms of Q, and O = 3[c,0/dc]. 
Each term in (12.2.18a) is separately BRST invariant. The BRST invariance of the 
second term follows from the associativity property of the * product. Due to the 
—1/3 in (12.2.18b) one can easily show that all 6?~) terms drop out, due just to the c 
dependence of ® and the cyclicity of Qrnr. Such terms would contain auxiliary fields 
which drop out of the free action. We would like these fields to occur only in a way 
which could be eliminated by field redefinition, corresponding to maintaining a gauge 
invariance of the free action at the interacting level, so we could choose the gauge 
where these fields vanish. Unfortunately, this is not the case in (12.2.18), so allowing 
this abelian gauge invariance would require adding some additional cubic-interaction 
gauge-fixing term, each term of which contains auxiliary-field factors, such that the 


undesired auxiliary fields are eliminated from the action. 


Whereas the 6-functionals used in the light-cone formalism correspond to a “flat” 
geometry (see chapt. 10), with all curvature in the boundary (specifically, the split- 
ting point) rather than the surface itself, those used in Witten’s covariant formalism 


correspond to the geometry (with the 3 external legs amputated) 
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(The boundaries of the strings are on top; the folds along the bottom don’t affect 
the intrinsic geometry.) All the curvature is concentrated in the cusp at the bottom 
(a small circle around it subtends an angle of 37), with no intrinsic curvature in the 
boundary (all parts of the boundary form angles of 7 with respect to the surface). 
Each string is “folded” in the middle (7/2), and thus the vertex d-functionals equate 
the coordinates Z(c) of one string with Z(a — oc) for the next string for o € [0,7/2] 
(and therefore with Z(a — o) for the previous string for 0 € [m/2,7]). These 6 
functions are easily seen to define an associative product: Two successive * products 
produce a configuration like the one above, but with 4 strings, and associativity is 
just the cyclicity of this 4-string object (see (12.2.10)). (However, vertex factors can 
ruin this associativity because of divergences of the coincidence of two such factors 


in the product of two vertices, as in the superstring: see below.) 


Similar remarks apply to the corresponding product implied by the 6 functionals 
of (9.2.23) of the light-cone formalism, but there associativity is violated by an amount 
which is fixed by the light-cone 4-point interaction vertex. This is due to the fact that 
in the light-cone formalism there is a 4-point graph where a string has a string split 
off from one side, followed by an incoming string joining onto the same side. If no 
conformal transformation is made, this graph is nonplanar, unlike the graph where 
this splitting and joining occur on opposite sides. There is a similar graph where 
the splitting and joining occur on the opposite side from the first graph, and these 
2 graphs are continuously related by a graph with a 4-point vertex as described in 
chapt. 10. The o-position of the interaction point in the surface of the string varies 
from one end of the string to the other, with the vertex having this point at an end 
being the same as the limit of the 1 of the other 2 graphs where the propagator has 


vanishing length. On the other hand, in the covariant formalism the limits of the 
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2 corresponding graphs are the same, so no 4-point vertex is needed to interpolate 


between them. 


The appropriate vertex factor for the midpoint interaction follows directly from 
the quantum mechanics with bosonized ghosts. From (8.1.28a), since w = —1 for 
C, there is an J @o e!3Ryx term which contributes only where there is curvature. 
Thus, the total contribution of the curvature at the cusp to the path integral is an 
extra factor of an exponential whose exponent is 3/2 times x evaluated at the cusp. 
The BRST invariance of the first-quantized action then guarantees that the vertex 
conserves Qo, and the coefficient of the curvature term compensates for the anomaly 
in ghost-number conservation at the cusp. (Similar remarks apply for fermionized 
ghosts using the Lorentz connection term.) Alternatively, the coefficient follows from 
considering the ghost number of the fields and what ghost number is required for the 
vertex to give the same matrix elements for physical polarizations as in the light- 
cone formalism: In terms of bosonized-ghost coordinates, any physical state must be 
~ e 4? by (8.1.19,21a). Since the 6 functional and functional integration in y have 
no such factors, and the vertex factor can be only at the cusp (otherwise it destroys 
the above properties of the 6 functionals), it must be e®X/? evaluated at the cusp to 
cancel the g-dependence of the 3 fields. In terms of the original fermionic ghosts, 
we use the latter argument, since the anomalous curvature term doesn’t show up 
in the classical mechanics lagrangian (although a similar argument could be made 
by considering quantum mechanical corrections). Then the physical states have no 
dependence on c, while the vertex has a dc integration for each of the 3 coordinates, 
and a single 6 function for overall conservation of the “momentum” c. (A similar 
argument follows from working in terms of Fourier transformed fields which depend 


instead on the “coordinate” 0/0c.) The appropriate vertex factor is thus 
C(E)C(E) ~ C(E)C(-4) (12.2.19a) 
or, in terms of bosonized ghosts (but still for fields with fermionic ghost coordinates) 


e2X(7/2) Elm /2) QX(—0/2) (12.2.19b) 


where 7/2, the midpoint of each string, is the position of the cusp. (The difference in 
the vertex factor for different coordinates is analogous to the fact that the “scalar” 
(—g)~/?5?(x — 2’) in general relativity has different expressions for g in different 
coordinate systems.) The vertex, including the factor (12.2.19), can be considered 


a Heisenberg-picture vacuum in the same way as in the light-cone formalism, where 
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the vertex |V) = e*|0) in (9.2.1) was the effect of acting on the interaction-picture 
vacuum with the S-matrix (of the first-quantized theory). However, in this case the 
vacuum includes vertex factors because the appropriate vacuum is not the tachyon 
one but rather the one left invariant by the Sp(2) subalgebra of the Virasoro algebra 
[12.5] (see sect. 8.1). This is a consequence of the Sp(2) symmetry of the tree graphs. 


Because of the midpoint form of the interaction there is a global symmetry cor- 
responding to conformal transformations which leave the midpoint fixed. In second- 
quantized notation, any operator which is the bracket of (the interacting) Q with 
something itself has a vanishing bracket with Q, and is therefore simultaneously 
BRST invariant and generates a global symmetry of the action (because Q is the 


action). In particular, we can consider 


lafe(an- a) 0] ~ ~ fo! (Go —~G(n—o))® ,  (12.2.20) 


where the 2 6/ 6C terms cancel in the interaction term because of the form of the 


overlap integral for the vertex (and the location of the vertex factor (12.2.19) at the 
midpoint), and the surviving free term comes from the first-quantized expression for 
G = {Qo,6 /6C}. Thus, this subalgebra of the Virasoro algebra remains a global 


invariance at the interacting level (without becoming inhomogeneous in the fields). 


The mode expansion of Witten’s vertex can be evaluated [12.6,7] as in the light- 
cone case (sect. 9.2). (Partial evaluations were given and BRST invariance was also 
studied in [12.8].) Now 


4 x, 0 
ASAP PaAlC ee). . 12.2.21 
1A(P,P)-4 (04.5) (12.2.2 


(C has weight w = 2.) The map from the p plane to the z plane can be found from 


the following sequence of conformal transformations: 


— 2 xini2 1,3— p=lIn¢ 
Xt 
pe eae) 
¢ 1+” 


12.2. Midpoint interaction 225 


i-¢ 
1,3 2 =A te 
i i+¢ 
1 
2 _t7% _ op 
We 
3 
Xt foo 
z= 1—— 


3 2 1 


(The bold-face numbers label the ends of the strings.) This maps the string from an 
infinite rectangle () to the upper-half plane (¢) to the interior of the unit circle (7) to 
a different circle with all three strings appearing on the same sheet (A) to the upper- 
half plane with all strings on one sheet (z). If the cut for A(7) is chosen appropriately 
(the positive imaginary axis of the 7 plane), the cut under which the third string is 
hidden is along the part of the imaginary p axis below i7/2. (More conveniently, if 
the cut is taken in the negative real direction in the 7 plane, then it’s in the positive 
real direction in the p plane, with halves of 2 strings hidden under the cut.) Since the 
last transformation is projective, we can drop it. (Projective transformations don’t 
affect equations like (9.2.14).) 


Unfortunately, although the calculation can still be performed [12.7], there is now 
no simple analog to (9.2.18). It’s easier to use instead a map similar to (9.2.16) by 
considering a 6-string 6 functional with pairs of strings identified [12.6]: Specifically, 


we replace the last 2 maps above with 


en ae 
Xt ; a 
aa) x 
eee ie 
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and thus, relabeling r — r + 1 (or performing an equivalent rotation of the i circle) 


5 
p=Dipsrin(Z—2,)-In3 , 


r=1 


r+l1 _ i me = ee) 
Par = (-1) r= (V8, 70, FF V3,00) . (197299) 


We can then use the same procedure as the light cone. However, it turns out to be 
more convenient to evaluate the contour integrals in terms of ¢ rather than 2. Also, 
instead of applying (9.2.18) to (12.2.22), we apply it to the corresponding expression 
for A: : 

—> oe a,in(i— rp) — Hin, 


f=1 
Par =(-1)l” , Ap=enme A (12.2.23) 
Reexpressing (9.2.18) in terms of \, we find 
0 0 y Vy —_ 11 /\3 4 378) 4 (V2 CY 2 7 i 1 


d/2 2X 
(12.2.24) 


Using the conservation laws, the first set of terms can be dropped. Since it’s actually 


N= (or z), and not \, for which the string is mapped to the complex plane 
( describes a 6-string vertex, and thus double counts), the /n we actually want to 
evaluate is 
In(dA— 2’) = In(A— N) 4 n(A 40). (12.2.25) 
This just says that the general coefficients N,,; in A multiplying oscillators from 
string r times those from string s is related to the corresponding fictitious 6-string 
coefficients N. vg DY 
Nie Neg Nyaa. (12.2.26) 


The contour integrals can now be evaluated over ¢ in terms of 
ig oo (3 oi fore) 
=doan” , ae (12.2.27) 
(; =—£ 5 1-z 7 


These coefficients satisfy the recursion relations 


(n+ lanai = $an +(n—-V)any ,) (n+ 1)bn41 = Gon + (n—-1)bp-1 , (12.2.28) 


which can be derived by appropriate manipulations of the corresponding contour 


dx 1 1fs 
o=$oom et _ =) 


5 Ea) (ey) (12.2.29) 


integrals: e.g., 


0 Qria x? 
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Because of 7’s relative to (12.2.27) appearing in the actual contour integrals, we use 


instead the coefficients 


Aas (—1y"? even) (12.2.30) 


(-1)®-D? — (n odd) 


and similarly for B,,. We finally obtain an expression similar to (9.2.27), except that 
we must use (12.2.26), and 


= Tm n 
P+r P+s 


M rit pegs = oo [AmBn =f (-1)"""" By An| ’ 
(—1)™Re(e*?/3) (m+n even) 
Cine = 
; Im(e%#7/) (m+n odd) 
The terms for n =m #0 orn =04™m can be evaluated by taking the appropriate 


(12.2.31) 


limit (n — mor n > 0). m = n = O can then be evaluated separately, using 
(9.2.22b), (12.2.22), and (12.2.26). The final result is 


3 
A(W1, Wa) = - do YNde — qin (=) ee , (12.2.32) 


where >>’ is over r,s = 1,2,3 and m,n =0,1,...,00 except for the term m = n = 0. 
As for (9.2.27), wW refers to all sets of oscillators, with w replaced with p,!~“y for 
oscillators of weight w. In this case we use (12.2.21), and the p,’s are all +1, so for 


the ghosts there is an extra sign factor p1,p+, for N. Ras 


There are a number of problems to resolve for this formalism: (1) In calculating 
S-matrix elements, the 4-point function is considerably more difficult to calculate than 
in the light-cone formalism [12.9], and the conformal maps are so complicated that 
it’s not yet known how to derive even the 5-point function for tachyons, although ar- 
guments have been given for equivalence to the light-cone/external-field result [12.10]. 
(2) It doesn’t seem possible to derive an external-field approach to interactions, since 
the string lengths are all fixed to be z. In the light-cone formalism the external-field 
approach follows from choosing the Lorentz frame where all but 2 of the string lengths 
(i.e., py’s) vanish. (Thus, e.g., in the 3-string vertex 1 string reduces to a point on 
the boundary, reducing to a vertex as in sect. 9.1.) This is related to the fact that I 
of (12.2.11) is just the harmonic oscillator ground state at vanishing momentum (and 
length) for the light-cone formalism, but for this formalism it’s ~ 6[X (0) — X(a—o)]. 
(3) The fact that the gauge-invariant vertex is so different from the light-cone vertex 


indicates that gauge-fixing to the light-cone gauge should be difficult. Furthermore, 
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the light-cone formalism requires a 4-point interaction in the action, whereas this co- 
variant formalism doesn’t. Perhaps a formalism with a larger gauge invariance exists 
such that these 2 formalisms are found by 2 different types of gauge choices. (4) 
There is some difficulty in extending the discussion of sect. 11.1 for the closed string 
to the interacting case, since the usual form of the physical-state vertex requires that 
the vertex be related to the product of open-string vertices for the clockwise and 
counterclockwise states, multiplied by certain vertex factors which don’t exist in this 
formalism (although they would in a formalism more similar to the light-cone one, 
since the light-cone formalism has more zero-mode conservation laws). This is partic- 
ularly confusing since open strings generate closed ones at the 1-loop level. However, 
some progress in understanding these closed strings has been made [12.11]. Also, a 
general analysis has been made of some properties of the 3-point closed-string vertex 
required by consistency of the 1-loop tadpole and 4-string tree graphs [12.12], using 


techniques which are applicable to vertices more general than d-functionals [12.13]. 


The gauge-fixing of this formalism with a BRST algebra that closes on shell has 
been studied [12.14]. It has been shown both in the formalism of light-cone-like closed 
string theory [12.15] and for the midpoint-interaction open string theory [12.16] that 
the kinetic term can be obtained from an action with just the cubic term by giving 
an appropriate vacuum value to the string field. However, whereas in the former case 
(barring difficulties in loops mentioned above) this vacuum value is natural because 
of the vacuum value of the covariant metric field for the graviton, in the latter case 
there is no classical graviton in the open string theory, so the existence (or usefulness) 


of such a mechanism is somewhat confusing. 


The midpoint-interaction formulation of the open superstring (as a truncated 
spinning string) has also been developed [11.3,12.17].. The supersymmetry algebra 
closes only on shell, and the action apparently also needs (at least) 4-point interactions 
to cancel divergences in 4-point amplitudes due to coincidence of vertex operator 
factors (both of which occur at the midpoint) [12.18]. Such interactions might be of 
the same type needed in the light-cone formulation (chapt. 10). 


Exercises 


(1) Check the BRST invariance of (12.2.18). 


az-+b 
cz+d 


(and similarly for z’). Use the conservation law 3>,. Wo, = 0 to show that (9.2.14) 


is unaffected. 


(2) Find the transformation of In(z—z’) under the projective transformation z 
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(3) Derive the last term of (12.2.32). 
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D>2 2.2, 2.3 
Sp(2) 8.1, 9.2, 9.3, 12.2 
superconformal 5.4 


Conjugation, charge, complex, or hermitian 
see Proper time reversal 


Constraints 
see BRST 
Coset space methods 2.2,5.4 
Covariantized light cone 
see Light cone, covariantized 
Critical dimension 1.2, 7.1, 8.1 
DDF operators 8.1 
Dimension, spacetime 
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D = 26 1.2, 7.1, 8.1 
Dimensional reduction 2.3, 5.4 
Divergences 
see Graphs, loops 
Division algebras 5.4 
Duality 9.1 
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see Graphs, external fields 
Fermionization 8.1 
Fermions 3.5, 4.5, 5.3 
Field, string 10.1, 11.1, 12.1 
Field equations 
field strengths 2.2, 5.4, 7.3 


gauge fields 

see BRST; Yang-Mills 
Finiteness 

see Loops 
4+4-extension 


see BRST: GL(2|2), LOSp(2,2/4), U(1,1|1,1) 
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7 matrices 2.1, 3.5, 5.3, 5.4, 7.2, 7.3 
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see BRST; Light cone 
Gauge fixing 
see BRST; Light cone 


Ghosts 
see BRST 
Graphs 
anomalies 1.2, 8.1, 9.3 
covariantized light cone 2.6 
external fields 9.1 
light cone 2.5 
loops 1.1, 1.2, 9.3 
trees 9.2 
Gravity 4.1, 11.2 
super 1.1 
Group theory indices 7.1, 9.2, 10 


Gupta-Bleuler 3.1, 3.2, 5.4, 7.3, 8.1 
Hadrons 1.1 
Hamiltonian quantization 3.1 
Heterotic strings 

see Superstrings 


IGL(1) 
see BRST 
Interacting string picture 
see Graphs 
Interactions 
see BRST; Light cone 
IOSp 
see BRST; Light cone, covariantized 
Klein transformation 2 
Koba-Nielsen amplitude 9.1 
Lagrange multipliers 3.1 
Length, string 6.3 
Light cone 2.1, 7.1, 10 
actions 2.1, 5.5, 10 
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bosonic strings 6.3, 7.1, 10 
covariantized 2.6, 10 
graphs 2.5, 9.2 
interactions 2.1, 2.4, 9.2, 10 
Poincaré algebra 2.3, 7.1, 7.2, 10 
spinning strings 7.2 
spinors 5.3 
superparticles 5.4, 5.5 
superstrings 7.3 
Yang-Mills 2.1, 2.4 
Loops 
see Graphs, loops 
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D=1 5.1 


INDEX 
D=2 6.2, 8.3 
D>2 
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see Spinning strings 
No-ghost theorem 4.4, 4.5 
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see Twists 
OSp 
see BRST; Light cone, covariantized 
Particle 1.1, 5.1 
bosonic 5.1, 5.2 
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spinning 5.3 
supersymmetric 5.4 
Path integrals 9.2 
Perturbation theory 
see Graphs 
Poincaré algebra 
see Light cone, Poincaré algebra 
Polyakov approach 
see Graphs 
Projective group 8.1, 9.3 


Proper time T 
see Dimension, spacetime, D = 1 
Proper time reversal 5.1, 6.3, 8.1, 8.3, 10 


QCD 1.1 
Quantum mechanics 
see BRST; Canonical quantization; 
Light cone; Path integrals 
Quaternions 5.4 


Ramond-Neveu-Schwarz model 
see Spinning strings 
Regge theory 
Reparametrization invariance 
see Metric, D=1 and D=2 


1.1, 9.1 


Scale invariance, 2D local (Wey) 

see Metric, D=2 
o reversal 
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see Graphs 
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Spinors 

see Fermions; y matrices; Supersymmetry 
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see the whole book 
Stueckelberg fields 4.1 
Superconformal transformations 5.4, 7.2 
Supergravity 
see Gravity, super 
Superspin 5.4, 5.5 
Superstrings (I, TAB, heterotic) 1.2, 7.3, 9.3, 
10 
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D=1 5.3 
D=2 7.2 
D>2 1.2, 1.3, 5.4, 5.5, 7.3 
Tension, string (a’) 6.1 
Trees 
see Graphs, trees 
Twistors 5.4 
Twists 7.1, 10 


Veneziano model 
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see BRST; Light cone 
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World sheet 
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Yang-Mills 2.1, 2.4, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 4.1, 
4.2, 4.4, 4.6, 11.2 
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